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The reader will please to observe, that this num- 
¢ B ber is accompanied by a half sheet of 8 pages—being a 
r, supplement to the /as¢ number; and that the testimony in 
. I the ease of Mr. Houston, commenced in the supplement, 
id jscontinued and closed in this number—so that there may 
if HB be no break in it, when the volume shall be bound. 

t The report and bili of the secretary of the treasury on 
¢ > the tariff, will be found in subsequent pages. For some 
r remarks upon it, and other editorial or miscellaneous 


to matter, see page 181. 
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| Answer—I did not. 
“B Question by Mr. Slade—How far was you, towards the 
parties, from the gate, while Mr. H. was beating Mr. S.? 
Answer—I was between the gate and the parties, about 
two paces from the gate. 
Question by the same—Did or did not Mr. H. say that 
* e words spoken by Mr. S. for which he was beaten, 
yere spoken in debate in the house? 
Answer—I did vot hear him say that they were spoken 
“in debate. 
Question by the same—Did he, Houston, allude to Mr. 
5's speech in the house? 
Answer—I cannot say. 
Question by the same—Had you previously heard any 
ing of Mr. S’s speech in the house, in which Mr. H. 
as alluded to. 
Answer—No; I had not. 
Question by the same—Whom did you meet soon after 
e affray, and what question did you ask him? 
To the putting of this question Mr. Jrvin objected, and 
e objection was sustained by the house. 
Question by Mr. Hawes—Whao applied to you to give 
stimony in this cause? 
Answer—I do not know his name. 
Question by the same—W as he a member of this house? 
Answer—Yes. 
Question by the same-——Did you have a conversation 
ith Mr. S. before coming as a witness; and, if so, what 
id he say to you? 
Answer—He merely asked me what I knew concern- 
ng it. 
Question by the same—Did you ever see Mr. H. before 
ou saw him beating Mr. S.? 
Anrwer—I never saw him before, since he was a mem- 
er of this house. 
Question by Mr. Lecompte—Did you know Mr. Buck- 
er, of the senate, before the occurrence of which you 
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ave testified; and, if so, how long? 
Answer—I did not know him, nor do not.: 
Sa Question by the same—How many persons, besides 


ouston and Buckner, were present when the fight be- 
n] 

Answer--~There was one person walking off; he was 
bout fifty feet across the street. ‘ f 
Question by the accused---Did Mr. H. strike with his 
ght or left hand? 

¥ oon —— did not notice. if Ge “ 

i westion by Mr. Thompson, 0 orgia---Have you 
we “ny frequently wit Mr. S. since the attack upon S. 


dling 
yecn 


‘nswer---No; I have not. 

Question by Mr. Whitlesey, of Ohio---Have you ever 
fen with him, Stanberry, since the affray, except the 

€ before alluded to by you? 

Answer---N 0. 

Question by Mr. Boon--Do you not know how the com- 
inant, William Stanberry, or his friend through whom 
bur testimony was sought, came to the knowledge that 
were present when H. attacked said S. ? 
Inewer---N 0; I do not know. 
Question by Mr. Lewis Condict---Did you hear any 
ing like the 7 of a pistol, or see sparks of fire’ 
Answer---No; 1 di 
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Question by the accused—Was you ever sent for to 
go to Mr. S’s room, since the occurrence; if so, how 
often? Who did you see there, and what took place? 

Answer---1 was there only once. I saw the gentleman 
that roomed next to Mr. S. He merely asked me what I 
knew concerning it. 

Question by Mr. Slade---Did you or did you not meet 
some person immediately after the affray; and, if so, did 
rou or did you not ask him what Mr. S. had said in the 
10use concerning Mr. H. ? 

To the propounding of this question, Mr. Boon object- 
ed, and the objection was sustained by the house. 


Question by Mr. Worthington---Did you see Mr. H. 
when he first grasped S. and, if yes, how did he take 
hold of him, front or rear? 

Answer---I did not see him when he grasped him, but 
Mr. S’s face was towards him, as well as I can recollect. 

Question by Mr. Patton—After you had stated to Mr. 
S. what you then knew about it, in answer to his inquiry, 
was nothing further said by him to you, or by the gentle- 
man who was present? 

“Answer—I understood him that he wished to know by 
my evidence, to see whether it was necessary to summou 
me or not—that perhaps it would be necessary to sum- 
mon me. Nothing more was said. 

Jonathan Elliot, sen. a witness on behalf of the house, 
was sworn, and testified as follows: 

Question by Mr. Stanberry—Describe the situation of 
Barnes’ boarding house, and the situation of Mrs. Queen’s 
boarding house. 

Answer—Nirs. Barnes’ boarding house is three-fourths 
of a square, about 400 feet, east of my dwelling house; 
Mrs. Queen’s is a little to the east, nearly opposite my 
door. 


Question by the same—From Mrs. Barnes’ door, could 
Mr. 8. be seen coming out of Mrs. Queen’s house, on the 
evening the assault was made? 

Answer—I think a person could be seen, but not re- 
cognised. It was a very moonlight evening. 

Mr. John Blair, a member of this house, from the state 
of Tennessee, a witness on the part of the accused, was 
sworn and testified as follows: 

Question by the accused—W as you present at the meet- 
ing, or just before the meeting between the accused and 
Mr. S. If yea, stateyour ee of that occurrence? 

/nswer—I was present, and walked on the pavement 
in the direction to Brown’s, as far as to the cross street 
which leads to the city hall. General H. Mr. Buckner 
and myself, hada parley, and I remarked I would go no 
further. When I was about to return, general H. point- 
ed across the street, and pomting to a person crossing the 
street, asked me, ‘*Who 1s that?” I ed across, and 
recognised, or thought I recognised, Mr. S. The dis- 
turbance between general H. and Mr. S. had been the 
subject of general conversation both in and out of this 
house for a week before, and when I saw Mr. S. come in 
a direction to meet general H. F thought something un- 
pleasant would occur. Inasmuch as I was not in the habit 
of settling my disputes in that way, I determined not to 
be present to see it: I walked off to my boarding house. 
I heard considerable noise, such as would necessarily be 
on such an occasion. I can state to the house the cireum- 
stances under whieh I was thrown into — with gen. 
H. They were substantially the same as those stated by 
Mr. Grundy and col. Buckner. 

Question by the same—Did the meeting between these 
geutlemen appear to be or : 

Answer—As much so as the i of any two gen- 
tlemen I ever saw come together; and I am sure general 
H. had as little expectation of meeting Mr. S. that even- 


ing as he ever had in the world. 
Question by the same—Did you see the commencement 


of the affray, and if so, who was present? 
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Answer—When I left general H. there was no person 
in my view but col. Buckner and gen. H. (except Mr. 5.) 
I did not see any part of the affray. I saw gen. H. anc 
Mr. B. standing where I left them. I met no one that I 
know of; nor did I see any other person in sight, except 
Mr. S. who was coming over the street. 

Question by the same—As you returned, did you see 
the witness, Jonathan Elliot, jr. and where was he? 

Answer—I| did not see him, or any other person, that I 





——————— 
that another blow was given or not, I am not certain. H,. 
said that S. reeled and turned, and H. jumped upon jj, 
back; that a struggle then took place, and he soon disey. 
vered that S. was the stronger man. At this point, I tolq 
him that could not be the case if Mr. H. was as strong as 
I supposed him to be. He said that then a struggle ep. 
sued, and that S. had an mene if he chose, to haye 
dirked H. . He said that, after a struggle, Mr. S. fell jp. 
to a ditch by the side of the pavement, that H. struck hin, 


know of. I may have passed where he was standing be- | a number of blows after he was down. Ina part of the 


fore the affray was commenced. 


conversation he said, ‘the thought at one time that H. haq 


Question by Mr. Clay, of Alabama—Did you hear any | killed S.” or that “S. was likely to be killed.” He saiq 


thing said by gen. H. or Mr. S. at the time of the affray, 
amd if so, what was it? 


that, during the struggle, 5. turned over, drew a pistol, 
presented it very near the breast of H. and while he haq 


Answer—Nothing that I can repeat. I heard much | it there, the pistol flashed; he distinely saw the light 
noise, as I stated before, but nothing so distinctly as that | from the percussion cap. He stated that at the time he 


I can repeat it. 


thought Stanberry was killed, or nearly killed, he stepped 


Question by Mr. Whiitlesey, of Ohio—Now far was | up to tell Houston to desist, or to interfere and prevent 
Mr. 8. from you when Mr. HH. asked you ‘*Who is that?’ | further violence, at that moment Houston did desist anq 


Answer—lt oceurs to me, that he had just started from 


stepped back; he said that Stanberry still had an oppor. 


the opposite side to cross to where we were standing.— | tunity, if he had a weapon, to have shot. Some word; 
‘The moon was shining very brightly, and I could have | were spoken by Houston, and in which Houston said that 
recognised any of my acquaintances across the street with | he had done this for what Stanberry had said of him in 
great ease. He was not on the opposite side, but in the the house. This is substantially what Mr. Buckner said, 
act of coming across at some point between the two pave- { have not mentioned any thing which he did not say, 


ments. 


though I may have omitted some which I do not remen. 


Question by Mr. Beardsley—When gen, H. inquired | ber. After a moment’s reflection, I reeolleet Mr. Buck- 
“Who is that coming across the street,’? was an answer | ner said, after we had discussed the strength of Mr. Stan. 


given by you or any other person? 


berry for a little while, that he was not certain whether 


Answer—There was none. 1 immediately marched | Stanberry did not fall partly by the blow, I think he used 


off, when T saw who the person was. 


some expression of that kind. I recollect nothing else 4 


Question by Mr. Thompson of Georgia—Did you or} present. [ought perhaps to add that Mr. Buekner was 
not, hear the honorable A. Buekner repeatedly relate the | conversing on the subject, if my memory serves me right, 
circumstances conneeted with the affray between the | before Leame up, and perhaps he continued to convers 


complainant and the accused? if yea, how does his evi 
dence given in this case correspond with his previou 
recital of the circumstances? Do you and col. Bucke 
board at the same house? 


To this interrogatory, Mr. Standerry objected, and the | relate the whole to me. 


objection was sustained by the house. 
Duff Green, a witness on the part of the house wa 
sworn; when 


- | upon it after Lleft him. That he was conversing before 
s| 1 met with him, I know, because [ saw him in the grow 
r| of senators conversing together. 1 may not, therefore, 
have heard the whole conversation; probably he did no 
I not only saw him in the group 
hut heard expressions which induced me to come up that 
s| Ll might hear. 
Question by Mr. Stanberry—Did Mr. Buckner state 


The following interrogatory was propounded to him by | that Stanberry attempted to run away? 


Mr. Stanberry, viz: 

Do you know of an attempt on the part of gencral H 
fraudulently to obtain from the late seeretary at war, 
contract for Lndian rations in 1850? State all the know 
ledge you have of the transaction. 

To this interrogatory, Mr. Wickliffe objected. 


Answer—He stated, as 1 have already said, after re- 
. | ceiving the first blow, he turned, and attempted to walk 
a} off, and that Houston jumped upon his back. That! 
- | think was exaetly his expression, I think I can give the 

rain statement no more distinetly than I have already 
done. He said walk off, or make off; [am not certain d 
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And the question was put, “Shall the said interroga- 
tory be propounded to the witness’” and was decided in 
the negative. 

So the house decided that the interrogatory be not put. 


the precise words, but that was the idea conveyed. 








‘The hon. Thomas Ewing, a senator of the U. S. for 
the state of Ohio, a witness on the part of the house, was 
sworn and testified, as follows: 

Question by Mr. Stanberry—Did you hear Mr. Buck- 
ver relate the circumstances which took place when Mr. 
Ii. assaulted Mr. S. if yea, state the same as Mr. Buck- 
ner related them to you? 

Answer—t did hear him relate them the morning after 
the assault took place. I met Mr. B. in the senate cham- 
ber, back of the colonnade, several other senators were 
present; he spoke to them and also tome. 1 do not now 
recollect who the others were; nor am I certain that I 
shall be able to state exactly as he did, the facts in the 
ease. I will try to do it substantially. THe stated to me 
some circumstances about the mecting. IL think if I re- 
member right, that Mr. H. some other person, and himself 
were together at the point where the assault took place, 
perhaps they had met accidently, if not, they were walk- 
ing together and had stopped, and were conversing about 
walking one way or another. While there, the other 
— who was with them, looked and walked off pretty 

ast; he'said he looked rqund, and saw a person walking 
across the street towards them, and that the person was 
Mr. 8. Just as he stepped on the pavement, gov. H. 
called his name, and said in a mild tone of voice ‘Is this 
you Mr. Stanberry’?” to which Mr. S. replied in an 
equally mild manner “It is.” At this moment H. drew 
a cane, as he called it, and gave him an under stroke with 
his cane on the side of his head—the blow knocked his 











hat off; he said that S. reeled back, whether he stated 










Question by Mr. Stanberry—Are you certain tha 
Buckner did not use the words ‘‘run away?” 

Answer think he did not in my hearing; I could 
hardly have forgotten them if he had used those strong 
words. 

Question by Mr. Stanberry—Did Mr. Buckner stat 
‘*that Stanberry halloed all the time pretty much’” 

.Inswer—t think I have heard him say so; whether i 
that conversation I don’t know. There isa pretty strom 
impression on my mind that I have heard him say to th 
effeet. TI can’t be certain whether it passed at that fir 
time or at another interview a short time afterwards. © 

Question by Mr. Stanberry—Did Mr. Buckner say 0 
Stanberry exclaimed **Oh, don’t?” 

Answer—I do not recollect that either. I don’t rect! 
leet certainly to have heard him say that at any time. 
think I did not. The expression is new to me as relat 
to this transaction. 

Question by Mr. Stanberry—Did Mr. Buckner st 
that while Stanberry lay on his back, he Stanberry pu\4 
his feet, and Houston struck him elsewhere? 

Answer—I do not recollect. T ean’t say I remem 
the minutiz of Mr. Buckner’s statement more than | bi 
already stated. Ido not recollect that which is stated ! 
the interrogatory. One thing has occurred to me sine 
gave the evidence. Mr. Buckner stated that after M 
Houston ceased striking Mr. Stanberry, he got up, 
hold of his coat, and shook the mud ‘off of it, which 
the only additional cireumstance that I remember. 

Question by the accused—Did or did not col. Buck" 
remark to you that Mr. S. behaved very cowardly * 
begged very much—and that he deserved a good whif 
ping for not making a better fight, or words to that effee 
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did you not express to colonel Buckner your r t 
=“ the contlant of said Stanberry as related by asbest in 
affair. 
ead do’nt recollect Mr. Buckner making use 
of these expressions contained in the first clause of the in- 
tory. The substance of that which is contained 
in the second clause, he did say after col. Buckner’s de- 
tailing what I have already stated of the transaction. I 
said to him in substance, to col. Buckner, that Stanberry 
was not a stout man, that he had not much bodily strength, 
aud little or no action. I said to him also, that Stanber- 
ry had been totally unused toa rough and tamble—and I 
supposed was not very well ving gs for it. I expressed 
regret that he had failed to fire his pistol; I think added 
too, that I thought col. Buckner must be mistaken, as to 
the pistol’s flashing, that Mr. Stanberry had probably 
failed to draw the trigger. I did not hear Buckner say, 
in these words, that Mr. Stanberry behaved very cow- 
ardly, and begged very much. What he did say to me 
is exactly given in my main statement already given as | 
can state it. One expression of Mr. Buckner has occur- 
red tome. I recollect his using these words: that Stan- 
berry grunted at every blow; that 1 think was the expres- 
sion he used tome. One other expression of Mr. Buck- 
ner has occurred to me which he used in conversation at 
the time he said Stanberry could have struck Houston 
with his dirk. I said it was doubtful whether Mr. S. 
had his dirk with him. Col. Buckner said that S. de- 
served to be well whipped, if he had neglected that. 

Question by the accused—Did you or did you not say 
that Mr. S. thought the accused had laid in wait for him, 
and did not col. Buckner tell you that that was a mistake, 
that the meeting was entirely accidental? 

Answer—I did say that, and colonel Buckner replied 
as is supposed in the interrogatory. 

Question by the accused—W ere you sure which it was, 
Stanberry or Houston, that col. Buckner told you grunted 
at the striking ofthe blows? 

Answer—I1 thought it was S. he referred to; I cannot 
be certain; I may have got a wrong idea. 

Question by Mr. Boone—Will you state whether you 
and Mr. S. are particular friends? 

Answer—l have been intimate with S. ever since I 
came to the bar; we have practised together about fif- 
teen years, and have been friends. 

Question by Mr. Hawes—Was the conversation to 
which you allude held at the seat of the hon. Mr. Man- 
gum, in the senate chamber. 

Answer—It was not; I had no conversation with Mr. 
Buckner there; it was behind the colonnade and beyond 
the vice president’s chair: it is perhaps material to state 
that it was about the chair of Mr. Mangum, where I first 
saw the group I have already spoken of in conversation, 
and heard the expressions which induced me to suppose 
he, col. Buckner, had been present at the meeting over 
night; [then went round behind the colonnade and met 
him, and we conversed. 

Question by Mr. Hawes-——What do you think is the 
age and weight of Mr. Stanberry? 

To this interrogatory an objection was made, and the 
objection was sustained by the house. 

Question by the accused—Did or did not col. Buckner 
tell you that both the men were strangers to him, and that 
rs felt no interest in the affair, nor partiality for either of 

em? 

Answer—I think he did, in substance state, that he 
mentioned in addition some very slight acquaintance with 
gov. Houston, having seen him at some of the rooms. 

The hon. Alexander Buckner was again examined, 
and testified further as follows: 

Question by the accused—Are you eonvinced that Mr. 
8. made use of the exclamations ‘*O dont,”” mentioned in 
your evidence—was it or was it not made repeatedly. 

Answer—I am perfectly certain that he did say ‘‘O 
dont,” putting his hands up over his head, and that he 
said it repeatedly, and made use of many other wild he- 
eeenenee expressions, which itis unnecessary to repeat 

ere. 

Question by the accused—If he made use of any other 
exclamations, state them? 


_ Question by Mr. Worthington—Had you on the even- 
ing of the aftray, or at any other time previous to the af- 
fray, any conversation with the sapaeie on the subject of 
his difference with Mr. Stanberry? 

To this interrogatory an objection was made, and the 
objection was sustained by the house. 

The further hearing of this ease was then postponed 
until to-morrow 11 o’clock A. M. 

Samuel Houston was then remanded into the custody of 
the sergeant-at-arms. 
And then the house adjourned until to-morrow, 11 
o’clock, A. M. 
The following proceedings of Wednesday, which do 
not appear in the proper journal of the case, as given 
above, are necessary toa right understanding of the whole 
affair 
Mr. Stanberry observed that there was testimony, ma- 
terial to his character, yet behind—testimony which 
would go to contradict the testimony already given by 
Mr. Buckner in all the circumstances of it which were 
calculated to injure his character, or cast ridicule upon 
him; and thattestimony he was prepared now to produce. 

Mr. Ashley repelled the imputation cast upon the cha- 
racter of Mr. Buckner. Mr. A. knew nothing of the 
transaction in question, but he was convinced Mr. Buck- 
ner had anticipated nothing of the affair, and that what- 
ever he had stated or should state respecting it, was 
true, 
Mr. Jonathan Elliot, jr. Mr. Jonathan Elliot, sen. and 
Mr. Blair, having been examined— 
Mr. Stanberry said he wished to state to the house that 
he should be able to prove, by the hon. Mr. Ewing, that 
in other conversations Mr. Buckner had related the cir- 
cumstances of the affray without any of those circumstan- 
ces which were calculated to throw disgrace and ridicule 
upon him. Mr. Ewing was now absent; and he did not 
know whether he would return to-day. ‘There were also 
other witnesses, whose names he did not yet know, but 
who would be able to prove that Mr. Ewing had given a 
very different account of what Mr. Buckner had told him, 
from what that gentleman had delivered when on exami- 
nation before the house. 
Mr. Key (counsel for gov. Houston) replied that, ac- 
cording to a practice frequent in the courts, the accused 
would consent to admit what Mr. Stanberry desired to 
rove. 
. Mr. Standerry not assenting to this proposal, Mr. Dod- 
dridge renewed his motion to postpone the case, but con- 
sented to withdraw it— 
Mr. Standerry having stated his wish to have Duff 
Green examined as a witness, and no objection being 
made to the motion— 
Mr. Green was accordingly introduced and sworn; and 
Mr. Standerry having offered the following interrogatory: 

What knowledge cme vou of the late secretary of war 
attempting to give to gov. Houston a contract for the sup- 
ply of Indian rations in 1830? 
Mr. Wickliffe objected to the interrogatory. He said 
he would greatly have preferred that the duty should be 
performed by another; but if no other gentlemen would 
step into his place, he would proceed and give some of 
the reasons which induced him to oppose the question. 
It must necessarily lead to the investigation of a transae- 
tion which, according to his opinion of the duty of the 
house, had nothing to do with this trial. Whatever opi- 
nions might be hekd either in or out of that house, or 
whatever his own might be, as to the transaction alluded 
to, there could be but one as to its pertinency to the ques- 
tion before them. He had at first objected to the inter- 
rogatory which proposed to go into the evidence in pos- 
session of the gentleman from Ohio when he had alluded 
to this matter in his speech, and in every instance since, 
Mr. W. had expressed the same opinion. The counsel, 
however, had been indulged with permission to present 
it, and the witness had answered the interrogatory. Since 
that, the accused had introduced evidence, not for the 
purpose of disproving any of the circumstances stated in 
the affidavit, but to diseredit the witness. The house had 
not heard any evidenee to disprove the statement of Mr. 


Answer—He stated “‘dont strike me,” ‘‘dont strike | Stanberry, farther than to question the credibility of the 


me any more,” ‘‘please sir,” ‘‘oh Lordy,” and many | affidavit 


e had produced. And, now, what were they 








other such expressions. 





asked to do? The house was asked to permit a witness 


<a CaO aye Atay sn — F 


aa 


— 
ee = =F Re, 
reser” ct? 
puts sl ate . 
ee Re kee P : 


“a 
. 
~ 
~~. 


we 


ia atc Pr ay, awe 


= 


-~ 
> eqn. 
Be ad 





;: 


2 nee 
a - — 


i. BY 
= ees «' F> — Am 





oe 


, en et 


ef 


+ 4] 














eS a a ee 


SO Oe a 
> = vers 

axe 
, 


180 NILES’ REGISTER—MAY 5, 1832-—-CASE OF SAMUEL HOUSTON. 









_—— 
—_— 





to state what he knew of the late secretary of war and his 
acts in relation to his giving to the accused a certain con- 
tract for Indian rations. And for what? to enlighten their 
minds on the question whether the rights of the house 
had or had not been violated? Or was it intended and 
used to vate the punishment (if ~— Again, as to 
the question of expediency, was it not wholly inexpedient 
to present the house in such a situation that it should be 
impracticable that all the requisite evidence could not be 
produced? Tt might become important to show what the 
secretary of war bad said at a certain time: would that 
be proper evidence against the accused? It might prove 
im t to show what some other person had said, with 
a view to show, guo animo, the contract had been made. 
On both grounds therefore, of competency and of expe- 
diency, Mr. W. must object to the interrogatory. He 
objected for another reason, (as he would have done, also, 
to much of the testimony, but from an unwillingness to 
trouble the house so frequently); it was the consumption 
of the time of the house. Let the investigation of this 
subject go to a select committee, who could take the de- 
positions of all the parties implicated, and give the whole 
matter a thorough examination. In making these objec- 
tions he had discharged a very unwelcome, but an impe- 
rative duty. 

Mr. Standerry replied that it was not for him to argue 
this question. The house had allowed the first oe 
tory to be put, and thereby determined the question for 
him. Mr. S. said he had not sought this subject. He 
had been forced into the proof, having been charged with 
making a false accusation. He now offered proof that 
the accusation was true. He was aware of the reluctance 
felt by gentlemen to put themselves forward in such a 
ease: he was aware of the pong they must encounter 
in so doing; he was aware of the threats uttered by the 
executive against any member of that house who should 
dare to question his acts. But he was willing to bare his 
bosom to the assassins. He pledged himself to the proof 
of what he had stated: all he asked was compulsory pro- 
cess, 

Mr. Bates, of Maine, inquired whether the gentleman 
had intended to be understood as saying that the presi- 
dent of the United States had threatened the safety of any 
member of that house? 

Mr. Standerry replied ‘‘yes, I did say so; and I am 
ready with the proof of it.” 

Mr. Wickliffe said that it had not been from such con- 
siderations as those just referred to, that he had made his 
Objection to the interrogatory, but from a deep conviction 
of duty. It was not from any objection to an investiga- 
tion conducted in the proper form. It had not been from 
any apprehensions as to the consequences, but because he 
occupied what might be called a neutral position as to 
this matter, and thought it his duty, as having some re- 
gard and some hopes as to a possible termination of the 
present session of congress. Seeing the importance of 
the business which yet remained before the house, he 
could not consent to the investigation of an alleged trans- 
action, whether true or false, which had not any thing to 
do with the question. 

Suppose the cha should turn out to be true; how 
far could it direct the judgment of that house as to the 
guilt or innocence of the accused! Suppose it proved 
untrue, the accused could not go into that fact as his de- 
fence. And should the congress of the United States 
press an investigation which must waste perhaps three 
months of its time? For some of the witnesses, he un- 
derstood, were in New York; there were witnesses in 
Arkansas, and some in Florida. Besides, the character 
of an individual was involved very deeply in it, and who 
might himself be a witness; or, if not, who should at least 
have an opportunity to be heard? (he alluded to the late 
secre of war). He could not be influenced by par- 
tiality, if the newspapers spoke true; for according to 
them, the individual and he were no great friends. 

Mr. Coulter rose to order. After the testimony of 
the accused had closed, it was not competent for any mem- 
ber to call a witness; the house alone could do so. But 
this witness had been called by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and not by the house. 

The chair observed that no objection was made when 
the witness was moved for. The chair took it as the sense 


Mr. Wa concurred with the gentleman from Penp. 
sylvania, (Mr. ae in his objection to the introdne. 
tion of this witness. He had also another reason to o}- 
ject. The gentleman from Ohio, when asking to intro. 
duce this witness, had expressly limited his request ty 
such testimony as should operate, in some degree, to re. 
lieve the ridiculous light in which he had been made ty 
appear by the testimony of Mr. Buckner. The gentleman 
had been indulged, and now it was a breach of his tacit 
agreement to ask to examine a witness for an entirely dif. 
ferent purpose. 

Mr. Stanberry demanded the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered by the house. 

M. Doddridge, in reply to Mr. Wayne, observed, that 
he did not know how the admission of farther testimony 
could be called an indulgence to any one. If the objec; 
of the testimony was to rebut the force of that which 
me been given, or diseredit it, it was the gentleman’s 
right. 

Mr. Wayne again referred to the limitation expressed 
by Mr. Stanberry, in his request. 

Mr. Doddridge still insisted that it was Mr. Stanberry’s 
right, and no indulgence whatever. 

Mr. Coulter said, in explanation, that the only reason 
he had not objected earlier than he did was, that he had 
understood the additional testimony was to be introduced 
only by way of explanation. 

Mr. Patton moved a reconsideration of the vote giving 
leave to introduce other testimony. 

Mr. Adams inquired whether the admission of the wit- 
ness was any act of the house? 

The chair replied yes: for the reasons before given. 

Mr. Adams then inquired what would be the effect of a 
reconsideration ? 

The chair replied and explained: Mr. Stanberry might 
then move that the witness be introduced. 

Mr. Adams asked whether as no vote had been taken on 
the admission of the witness, it was competent to move a 
reconsideration? 

The chair replied in the affirinative: consent was tacitly 
given by the house every day, without a formal vote. 

Mr. Arnold asked if the house should reeonsider the 
vote giving leave to introduce additional testimony, what 
would become of the testimony already taken since that 
vote? The application of the gentleman from Ohio had 
been general, and all the testimony sinee taken, had been 
taken under it. 

The chair replied that the reconsideration applied only 
to the introduction of Duff Green. 

Mr. .Mercer said his difficulty had not been removed 
but augmented by the explanation of the chair. The 
house had allowed Mr. Stanberry to produce written evi- 
dence in relation to the fraud, and now would they re- 
fuse to hear oral? Thomas J. McKenney had been sum- 
moned: why not the present witness? He eould not un- 
derstand the distinetion: it was altogether too refined for 
his comprehension. If the house allowed the introduc- 
tion of a written paper, a fortiori they ought to allow oral 
testimony to the same point. The gentleman from Ohio 
said he had the testimony of Green and Blake: he had 
been allowed to produce the one: why not the other? 
Mr. Mitchell, of S. C. referred to the condition on 
which Mr. Standerry had been indulged with the intro- 
duction of farther testimony. It had only been to rebut 
the statements of Mr. Buckner. Beyond that he could 
not go. 

Mr. Burges insisted that the reconsideration must ex- 
tend to all the additional evidence which the gentleman 
from Ohio wished to introduce, and it would therefore ex- 
punge so much as had since been recorded. He insisted 
that, from the manner in which the trial had been con- 
ducted throughout, it had been rather the trial of Mr. 
Stanberry, than of the man who had assaulted him. All 
the respondent’s testimony had been directed to shew that 
he had no concern in the contract. 

Mr. B. contended that this was wholly irrelevant, inas- 
much as if true, it would ,furnish no excuse for the as- 
sault. ‘The offence had been a usurpation of the powers 
of the house to animadvyert on the conduct of its own 
members. ‘The only light in whieh proof of the respon- 
dent’s not being concerned in the fraud could be admis- 
sible, was as an extenuation of his guilt, since the house 
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thereby committed themselves to the inquiry whether he 
had any share in it or no. Would they now stop short 
and refuse to hear any more testimony on that subject? 
They had allowed the respondent to prove that one of 
Mr. Stawberry’s witnesses was a drunkard, with a view 
to take off the force of the affidavit. Ought they not now 
in justice to themselves and to all parties concerned, to 
hear testimony on the other side also? Would the house 
say that the extenuation was established—that they had 
heard enough testimony, and would hear no more? Mr. 

B. would not admit the relevancy even of such an ex- 

F renuation. He would not admit that even if a private 

citizen should be traduced by a member, that such citizen 

might beat the amount of justice out of the member, be- 
cause he had another resort—he could lay the facts be- 
fore the house, and the member might be reprimanded, 
imprisoned, or even expelled. He obtested against the 
resent trial being so conducted, as to be the trial of the 
reotieman from Ohio, and he had been sorry to hear it 
called an indulgence, to allow that gentleman to call wit- 
> nesses for the purpose of rebutting testimony ou the other 
side. It was the business of the house to do so: the case 
was the case of the house, and it was one in which the 
> people were deeply and anxiously interested. 

Mr. Crawford explained, and vindicated the ground 
on which he had voted for the original interrogatory, and 
insisted that the testimony of the present witnesses rest- 
don entirely different ground from that which had been 
hitherto received. So tar as it affeeted the respondent, 
it was admissible, but the present interrogatory referred 
ltogether to third persons, who were not present to de- 
fend themselves. 

Mr. Wayne thought it very curious that the gentleman 
rom Ohio should wish to examine a witness to prove this 
raud—a fraud committed by whom? Not by the respon- 
lent, for the gentleman had expressly declared he did not 
mean to impute fraud to him. It must be then a fraud of 
third persons—that would be going beyond the issue. 
As therefore the witness now produced was brought there 
or an improper purpose he ought to retire from the 
stand. 

Mr. teed expressed his regret that the question as to 
the fraud had ever been gone into. If this were going to 
easure the guilt of the respondent by the question ot his 

icipation or not in the fraud, where could they stop? 
lhe respondent had himself put his character at issue, and 
having done so, he must abide the event. Was the house 
ostop after having examined two or three witnesses’ 
Vould —— have it hear the testimony to acquit him, aud 
not to implicate him? ‘Would this be just? Surely not. 
As they had gone into the question, they must go through 
i. Asto third parties being involved, they were no more 
involved than was unavoidable in proving or disproving a 
raud in which they were Medial to have been concern- 
d with the respondent. ‘The proof was to establish not 
heir guilt but his. ‘Theirs was incidental. 

Mr. Root thought the true question was not whether 
is witness should be admitted to testify; but whether 
he interrogatory put to him was a proper one. ‘The time 
0 object was after an improper question had been asked 
Jum. He should agree with the gentleman from Kentue- 

y to exelude this inquiry, if they had not permitted Mr. 
Stanberry to give the affidavit of Blake. But that affida- 
vit had been received, and the accused had been allowed 
orebut it. Now, the gentleman from Ohio said, I have 

ier evidence, and the question was whether that evi- 
lence should be received. ‘The vote of reconsideration 
PWould not express any decision of the house on that ques- 

tion, but a vote on the interrogatory would. He was 
therefore against the reconsideration. 

Mr. Dodiridge objected to the receiving any evidence 
which did not Peantdietely connect itself with the respon- 
dent. Ifthe reconsideration should prevail, the witness 
must be removed, but if not, the question might be so 
modified as to make it apply directly to the respondent. 

_ Mr. Davis, of Mass. was opposed to the reconsidera- 
ton, No objections had been made to the competency of 
the witness. Why, then, was he to be dismissed from 
tie stand? To object toa particular interrogatory was 
oe - refuse hearing the witness at all was ano- 

Mr. Patton now consented to withdraw his motion for 

reconsideration. 
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Mr. Stanberry modified his interrogatory, and present= 
ed it in the following form: 

Do you know of an attempt on the part of gen. H. frau- 
dulently to obtain from the late secretary at war, a con- 
tract for Indian rations in 1830? State all the knowledge 
‘you have of the transaction. 

Mr. Wickkffe renewed the objections he had before 
made. He wished that subject to be thoroughly examin- 
ed by a select committee, and not introduced into this 
trial, 

The question was taken on admitting the interrogatory 
to be put to the witness, and decided by yeas and nays, as 
stated in the extract from the journal of this day. 

Mr. Stanberry said that he considered the vote just 
taken as expressive of the sense of the house, that no 
queries were to be put in relation to the fraud, he had 
nothing further to ask the witness, and Mr. Green was 
then removed. 

Mr. Doddridge renewed his motion fora postponement 
of further proceedings until Friday, but withdrew it on 
learning that Mr. Ewing, a senator from Ohio, who had 
been summoned as a witness, was now in his seat in the 
senate, and ready to testify if sent for. 

Mr. Polk now asked that the rules of the house be so 
far suspended as to enable him to offer a resolution for 
the appointment of a select committee to investigate the 
whole subject of the alleged contemplation of fraud in the 
contract for supplying Iudian rations in 1830, But it was 
opposed by 

Mr. Wayne, who wished the motion postponed tili af- 
ter the trial should have been concluded. 

Mr. Polk consented to withdraw the motion for the 
present. 

The hon. Mr. Ewing and Mr. Buckner, of the senate, 
were then requested to attend. 

‘They soon after appeared, and Mr. 
ed, and Mr. Buckner again examined. 
of the latter gentleman having closed, 

Mr. Stanberry said that he would not detain the house 
at that time—but, when the trial should again come on he 
should call for the testimony of the hon. Thomas H. Ben- 
ton, of Missouri, who knew Mr. Buckner, and could tes- 
tify what was his character as to integrity and veracity. 
Ile was probably the only man in this city who did know 
him otherwise than as a member of eongress. 

Mr. Doddridge now renewed his motion to postpone 
the trial till Friday next; but the motion was opposed by 

Mr. Jenifer, and finally withdrawn by the mover. 

Mr. Standerry again expressed his determination to 
call Mr. Benton, and stated that he denied, most expli- 
citly, the truth of the greater part of Mr. Buckner’s tes- 
timony. And then 

The farther hearing of this case was postposed to 11 
o’clock to-morrow. And the house adjourned. 
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EDITORIAL AND MISCELLANEOUS ARTICLES. 
{r#-Feeling it indispensably necessary promptly to dis- 
pose of the documentary matter accompanying Mr. Clay’s 
report on the public lands,—and publish, entire, the tes- 
timony, &e. in the case of Mr. Houston, an extra half 
sheet, as supplementary to the last number, accompanies 
the present, and yet we could fill two or three sheets 
more with matter actually in hand which demands imme- 
diate insertion! It is useless to complain—but we may 
acknowledge, that our temper is severely tried, and our 
disposition to please exceedingly embarrassed, under such 
a state of things. To relieve it, we expended 1,000 dol- 
lars last year in extra publications, and shall, probably, 
present to our friends a greater value in them in the pre- 
sent. This is more than we ean afford—but much less 
than we have a desire to do, and would do—if we could. 
A new and beautiful small type will soon be in use, for 
the insertion of articles more valuable for future than 
present examination, and which must be preserved. 

A large quantity of minor articles, and some of them of 
an interesting nature, have been deferred, to make room 
for the long ones. ; 

We have yet some papers belonging to the report of 
the secretary of the treasury on the tariff, that must be 
inserted; and have just reeeived Mr. Dickerson’s bill, 
from the committee on manufactures in the senate, on 
the same subject. We have the very long report of the 
majority of the committee of the house of representatives 
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pointed to investigate tho affairs of the dank of the | 

nited States, and shall soon have one protest from 
Messrs. McDuffie and MWatmough, and another from 
Mr. Adams, Nor ve ye of that committee), on that sub- 
ject—all which shall be presented as rapidly as possible, 
some room being left for the notice of current transac- 
tions, ke. And Mr. Houston’s case is yet to be conclud- 
ed, and may occupy a considerable space. 


ee 


THE TREASURY TARIFF AND BILL. These important 
papers are now presented to our readers, and accom- 
panying documents shall be given as soon as room can be 
obtained for them. 

We intended to have offered a close and critical ex- 
‘amination, and comparison, of the principles and pro- 
positions contained in the report and bill of the secretary 
of the treasury—but time was not allowed to prepare it, 
and mechanical necessity would prevent its insertion, this 
week, had it been made out ever so much to our own sa- 
‘tisfaction. We must, therefore, be content with a few ge- 
neral remarks on some of the leading items. 


We are free to confess, that we did not expect such a 
bill. We thought that there was reason to hope fora 
more liberal and just one. Perhaps, it may be accepted 
as an exposition of the famous cabalistic term, ‘‘a JuDI- 
cious TaRIFF.”> Hence, we suppose, that it will be 
eagerly accepted by all the opponents of a protected in- 
dustry, except that portion which denies a constitutional 
right in congress to render America independent. We 
wish notto impeach the motives of any man—but, relying 
on the firm phalanx of the south, it would seem Lediepod 
to COMMAND, by dividing and distracting the supporters of 
the protecting system. ‘The project may not now ‘break 
down the iron arch of Pennsytyanta,” as suggested by 
John Sarchett; but there are materials in the bill of a 
very discordant nature—and it contains an explosive qua- 
lity which may blow up the whole concern, uf eniertain- 
ed by portions of the friends of the system. ‘There never 
was a time when these were so imperiously called upon 
to rally their strength, as at this present season: ‘‘wuéed 
they stand—divided they fall.” No INTEREST MAY EX- 
PECT TO PRESERVE ITSELF IN THE RUIN OF ANOTHER IN- 
‘rrnest; THE WHOLE MUST PROSPER OR PE- 
RISil! TOGETHER. If in any one the domestic com- 
petition is more feared than the foreign competition—if 
certain interests are ‘‘doing very well,’? and can submit 
to apparent [or real] reductions of the amount of pro- 
tection afforded without danger to present establishments 
—must itnot be expected that Labor, CAPITAL and Pow- 
ER, now employed in other branches of business, will ne- 
eessarily seek such as are suffered to exist with reasona- 
ble prospects of profit? Will not the tomahawking of any 
leading interest have a sure tendency to prostrate the 
whole system—for as a system, only, can the protecting 
principle be maintained against the concentriied opponents 
of all its parts?’ Here is matter for serious reflection, 
and which every one will do well to attend to immediate- 
ly. ‘*The eye may not say to the tooth, I have no need 
of thee.” A common enemy is to be guarded against. But 
a brief examination of some of the provisions of the bill 
of the secretary of the treasury, is all that can be made 
room for at present, and we must proceed. 

The first section of the bill repeals the act of 1828.— 
This should be kept steadily in view. 

The second section is very important, and has dis¢?nct 
references to what are called “protected articles.” We 
shall notice its chief items. 

Wool and woollens. ‘The present practical duty on 
eoarse wool is about 100 per cent. ad valorem, and on 
fine wool 67 per cent. It is proposed to reduce the former 
to 5 per cent. and the latter to 20 per cent. 

We have always thought that the duty upon wool, and 
especially coarse wool, was too high—so high, indeed, as 
to encourage the importation of it in a manufactured 
state, as was, perhaps, intended to those who forced it up 
in the bill of 1828, against the united wishes of the wool 

wers and manufacturers: but, and notwithstanding 
the tabular statement and remarks offered by the secre- 
tary of the treasury, we have no hesitation in believing 
that this reduction of duty, together with the admission 
of WOOLLEN Y4RN at 20 per cent. ad valorom, will to- 
tally destroy the flocks of sheep that are kept for their 
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fleeces. Of this we have no manner of doubt. In Euro 
sheep are multiplied chiefly for the value of their po a 
with us, mainly because of their wool. If mutton haq 
one-half the average price in the United States which jj 
bears in England, WE SHOULD EXPORT WOOL, because 9 
the greater cheapness and abundance of land fitted for the 
support of sheep. The interest of our great rival in this 
business is materially different from our own; and if j 
is desired that the working people of the United Stay, 
shall be supplied with cHEaPp MEAT, if is indispensable 
that the product of woot should be protected.* And if , 
high duty on wool really inereases the price on cloth, the 
general expenditure of individuals may be lessened twey. 
ty times more because of reduced prices of food— 4), 
value of any particular kind of meat ae upon that of 
every other kind, as it naturally must. And thus to save, 
possibly, one or two dollars, because of the extra cost of 
wool required to make cloth fora family, more than twen. 
ty or thirty dollars may be lost in advanced prices of meg 
used to subsist it. This, we believe, is a new view of 
the subject—but one that will strike the political econy. 
mist with considerable force. 

It has been estimated that the capital now vested jy, 
sheep and lands to feed them amounts to 105 millions of 
dollars; and that the annual value of the woollen eloth 
manufactured in the United States is 40 millions of dol. 
lars. The raw wool constitutes half the value of the 
cloth; and it isa well established fact that the land hold. 
ers and agriculiuralists, because of mill sites, materials 
and subsistence and labor furnished the sananiencsiren, 
obtain, at least, 30 millions out of the 40 annually created 
on account of the domestic manufactures of woollen cloth, 
Is this great market to be surrendered? What would the 
south say, if its market for cotton, of about the same an. 
nual amount, was thus cast into jeopardy? But the farmen 
will never submit to this! 

And is not this great interest in jeopardy? Who can 
believe that manufactures of coarse cloth, at 10 per 
cent. of woollen yarns, at 20 per cent. of carpets and car- 
peting at 25 per cent. or of flannels and baizes and fine 
cloths at 30 per cent. apparent duty, will be carried on 
successfully, even if the wool tor them shall be grown at 
the small degree of protection afforded? Because of the 
difference of exchange, as shewn in note B. inserted be- 
low, and the new and adverse provisions of the secretary's 
bill, a duty of 50 per cent. means only one of 274 per 
cent. And the manufacturers, if able to go on at all, 
will be compelled to import WOOLLEN YARN, ready 
ee for the loom, and so not only break up the 

ome market for wool, but cast thousands of persons out 
of their present employments in dying, spinning, &e. and 
throw them into other and already over-stocked pursuits 
How this ‘‘abominable” item of ‘‘woollen yarn” got into 
the bill, we cannot imagine; for, comparatively speaking, 
the duty ad valorem, acting asa protection of” American 
industry, would be considerably less, (perhaps 5 per cent. 
than the duty upon raw wool; and it would ensue, that, i/ 
cloth could yet be advantageously manufactured in the 
United States, a large part of the weaving and dressing 
establishments would speedily pass into the dominion of 
agents for the spinners and dyers of Yorkshire—men tha 
would soon discover ‘thow to import” woollen yarn,—i 
well as they ‘‘know how to import” cloths at the one dol- 
lar minimum! 

The MIntmt™ system, as to woollens, is to be altoge- 
ther abolished, except on the lowest qualities, to lessen 
the rate of duty payable on them! We have shewn, on 
another occasion, that, although there is a nominal duty of 
45 per cent. on woollens, it was only by working delween 
the minimums, that the manufacturers existed at all. 
Flannels and carpets, &e., are worthy of particular n- 
tice. The latter, especially, has suffered a large reduc 
tion in price, because of the prohibitory nature of the dv 
ty levied upon its importation, through the activity of the 
domestic competition; and the profits on this manufac 
ture entirely remain at home, while consumers are more 
cheaply supplied than heretofore. 

We cannot proceed further into particulars; but * 
great deal more might be advantageously said to expos 
the operation of this member of the “‘second section’ — 
about to become as famous as the ‘second section” o 
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another law!—and not less arbitrary and fatal in its ef- 
fects than the latter was supposed to be. 

We think it impossible that this proposed arrangement 
as to wool and woollens, (affecting the agricultural inter- 


est in the large amount of thirty millions of dollars, per | the great lengths to which he has ventured. 


annum), ¢an be accepted! 
people” —freemen, who own the soil that they cultivate 


‘and defend, with their own hard hands and strong arms, | value of the raw woul 
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Our friends will recollect that we have several times 


advised them that an attempt might be made to sacrifice 
the agricultural and manufacturing interest in wool; but 


we hope that the seeretary of the treasury is not aware of 
We shall of- 


Are our farmers—a ‘‘chosen | fer some facts and figures in relation to this subject. 


Weare not practically acquainted with the comparative 
/, required to make a yard of cloth, 


to begiven up as hecatombs to appease the evil spirits of | and of the dyed and dressed yarn, ready for the loom, 


among the tithed and poor-rated and exhausted cultiva- 
tors of England, that they may be fattened thereou? We 
must express an Opinion, that no British agent at New 
York would have ventured further than the principles 
and provisions of this bill would extend, to sacrifice the 
whole business of wool growing and wool manulacturing 
in the United States to his own profit and that of his prin- 
cipals ‘‘at home.”” Mr. McLane, surely, never intended 
such a result to follow his project. He cannot desire 
that a capital of $167,000,000 in sheep, and lands* and 
manufacturing establishments, shall be given up to the 
‘tender mercies” of Great Britain—that 160,000 free 
rsons, subsisted in the United States because of the 
woollen manufacture, shall be turned over to other pur- 
suits,—that, in the restricted state of the forcign market 
for the products of our farmers, when England levies a 
daty of EIGHTY PER CENT. AD VAL. ON AMERICAN FLOUR, 
he would deprive the agriculturalists of a home market 
worth thirty millions of dollars a year. But such would 
nearly be the operation of his scheme—under which, we 
certainly believe, that wool would ecase to be a cash com- 
modity at 20 cents per lb. at which we have known large 
varcels offered to and refused by dealers in the article, 
eause that the factories had ceased operation. Pass 
thelaw as proposed to reduce duties, and, at the end of 
two years thereafter, hardly a single factory will be found 
at work, except some small mills doing ‘‘country” busi- 
ness—and the price of cloths wiil be advanced 25 per 
cent. over their present value; and, if so circumsianceed, 
we should again be forced into a war with England, hun- 
dreds of our soldiers would aGarn perish in the snows of 
the Canadian frontier, for want of sufficient clothing to pre- 
serve health and life. ‘“Vhe one dollar minimum’ was, 
until lately, the reigning toast of the Yorkshire manu- 
facturers—but, should this bill become a law, the ‘‘Ame- 
rican tariff of 1832,” and its author, will be honored by 
celebrations more splendid than was the victory of /}a- 
terloo, and the name of WELLINGTON be lost in loud and 
long huzzas for McLANE; while the heads of tens of 
thousands of hogsheads of beer would ‘‘leap” out, to 
honor the British wool-sack,—the scat of the lord chan- 
cellor, and staple emblem of British wealth and glory aud 
power. 


We are entirely serious in expressing an opinion— 
that the English landholders and farmers and woollen 
manufacturers might well afford to give our sTaTEsSMEN 
Jifty millions of dollars, could the latter insure a eontinu- 
ance of this law, as proposed, concerning wool and wool- 
lens, for the space of five years, only—which would as- 
sure them the entire American market for woollens for 
about ten years, in the total destruction of our flocks and 
faetories—provided nevertheless, the said statesmen should 
guaranty an ability in the American people to purcliase 
and pay for cloths, as freely and promptly as they do now! 
Without this latter, the roverry of our country would 
cheek the operations of such a tariff to favor Barrisu 
INDUSTRY. 


To what amount the consumption of British cloths in a ota me eae heal ca nat: te dealt 
the United States would proceed under the proposed | 0) £°*% 18 10 06 Pep eine oe ce oie 


which must compese it; but it is manifest, that the manu- 
facturers of cloths would rather import yarn than raw 
wool, because so faras the manufacture of the wool shall 
have proceeded, a duty of 20 per cent. only (the same as 
on raw wool) would operate to favor that of 30 per cent. 
which it is proposed to allow them on the whole manufae- 
ture of cloth; and so far the pauper labor of England 
might, and necessari/y would, be used to depress the price 
of wages in our own country. We shall, therefore, sup- 
pose that the wool is imported—or that it costs 20 per 
cent, less in England than in the United States, as it al- 
ways will—nless the price of meat should be much advanc- 
ed in the latter, or its woollen manufacture Le destroyed. 
It is shown in note B. that the rate of exchange, for the 
last 18 years, has averaged 9 per eent. advanec over what 
we foolishly, ifnot feloniously, call the pound sterling; and 
that a 30 per cent. duty yields only 27.52 per eent. and a 
duty of 20 per cent. 18.54 percent. ‘Then the duty on 
our 100 dollars worth of cloth will be $27 52 
And on the raw wooi to make it, (being half the 
value of the cloth) 9 17 





18 35 

And there will remain an apparent protection of only 
18 1-3 per cent. to favor the American manufacturers of 
cloth—an amount insuflicient to defend them even against 
the glnts and speculations on our markets by foreigners, and 
jorced sales of the elfects of bankrupts and others to close 
up accounts, though this wretched duty of 18 1-3 per cent. 
shall be honestly and promptly paid, 
Hut it may be asserted, that the manipulations of woollen 
cloth are nearly as cheap in the United States as they are 
in England, because of the greater extent to which ma- 
chinery is used inthe former: but is any one so stupid as 
to suppose that machines will not also be used in England, 
when her command over the whole American market 
shall enable her to provide for the employment of as 
many of her miserable people, operating with such ma- 
chines, as are now employed inher manufaeture of wool- 
jen goods? What then must result? ‘The pitiful pro- 
tection of 18 1-5 per cent. will avail nothing, unless able 
bodied and skilful adult males and females in the United 
| States, ean be brought down to labor 16 hours a day for / 
about two dollurs a week, the present price of wages in 
England! Are the working people prepared to submit to 
this condition of things? Wo they not Know that a severe 
reduction of wages, in any leading branch of industry, 
must have eflect upon every one? But we shall here leave 
this ease for the present. 
Cottons. ‘The minimum system is retained with respect 
to cotton goods, as it should be—and should have been 
on woollen. ‘The alteration of the minimum for plain 
cotton goods, from 35 to 30 cents the square yard, will 
have no effect on present manufactures of cotton, but may 
check an extension of their range. ‘The present duty on 
cotton yarn is 25 per cent. ad val. or an assumed value of 
not less than GO cents per lb. for unbleached and uncolor- 
ed yarn, and of not less than 75 cents per Ib. for bleach- 
Whether this provision of the tariff 
We have 








hangwee * firs inion, and believe that such y: is 
act,—or how far such cloths and worsted goods, would ch Tp : — “ . sa ch om. of sing ent nl val Aci ! 
interfere with our manufactures of cotton, the intelli- to be subject only to a duty of 2o per cent. valorem— 


gent reader can determine for himself. 








{On this pittance, the English working people are ex- 





*The lands would remain, though no longer whitene« 
by flocks—but a general depreciation of the value of lanc 
would follow, (because of the loss of so great a market) 
more oppressive on landed capital than if all the shee 


pected to subsist themselves and those who are dependert 
|| upon them—but as this cannot be done, a very large ma- 
{| jority receive partial support as PUBLIC PAaUPERS! The 
,| N. Y¥. Long Island Star, received this week, says that the 
farmers are much in want of laborers, to whom they 


land was rendered a desert of white sand—for then it| would give 8 or 10 dollars a month, and good living! 
would not be in competition with other and fertile portions | ‘These laborers would be supplied with more rich bread 


of the soil. What products of the farmer can be addec 
tothe present contemptible amount of his foreign exports 


1| and meat in one week, if desired—than British working 
>| paupers ave permitted to consume in one or two months. 
Vhat a difference! 





Will England accept wheat for glass beads?’ 
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the minimum principle, with respect to it, being abolish- 
ed—to make way, perhaps, for importations of the coarse 
yarns made out of Surat and Beneat corron!!! 

Iron. The duties on iron are proposed to be nearly 
the same as they stood in the tariff of 1824, with some un- 
important exceptions—and certain wholesome provisions 
are made to prevent fraudulent importations: We are 

iven to understand that the manufacturers of iron, (in 
its early stages), are content with this arrangement, (be- 
cause of improved processes, &e.) and if so, we have no 
desire to disturb it. The duties are specific, and will be 
collected with reasonable certainty; but, if rated as duties 
ad valorem, very far exceed the amount of ‘‘clear protec- 
tion” afforded to growers and manufacturers of wool. 
‘This is not mentioned by way of objection to the duties 
proposed on iron, for if thrice as much was needed a sound 
national economy would induce the giving of it—but to 
shew one reason why we have intimated that the bill is 
less “liberal and just” than we had hoped for; and the 
annual product of wool and woollens has a much greater 
value than such products of iron. Besides we venture to 
say, and wish it remembered, that this reduced duty on 
iron will not diminish the price of the general qualities 
now manufactured in the United States—very speedily. 
But the proposed reduction of duties upon a valuable 
class of iron manufactures, especially edge-tools, which 
chiefly originated in the tariff of 1828 and now fill upa 
very large portion of our ironmongery stores, may have 
a withering or fatal effect; and we hope that all these 
will be suffered to remain as they were, if it is thought 
inexpedient to extend a higher degree of protection 
towards them; which is well deserved, because that the 
spirited competition of these manufacturers has much 
benefited the public, in furnishing superior articles at 
reduced prices. 

Lead, brass, fc. We do not know that we fully un- 
derstand all these various items, and have not time to 
examine, nor room to go into particulars. It would ap- 

ear, however, that lead and its chief manufactures, hav- 
ing had specific duties by the tariff of 1824, will recede to 
these rates, and be reduced, generally, one cent. per lb. 

Concernin hemp, canvas, cotton bagging, sugar, glass, 
slates, and olive oil, we are compelled to defer many re- 
marks which present themselves. As to the proposed duty 
on salt—we have only to say, that we shall bid that manu- 
facture farewell on the sea-board, and expect a great re- 
duction of its opcangg in the interior, with a large rise in 
its price. Let this too, be remembered. And if there shall 
be another war with England, instead of being six dollars 
a bushel as it was in 1814, it will go up to ten or twelve. 

The 25th article of this famous ‘‘second section,” 
is in the following terms: 

‘All articles, not herein specified either as free, or 
as liable to a different duty, and which, by the exist- 
ing laws, pay a higher duty than 15 per cent. to pay 
an ad valorem duty of fifteen per cent., from, and after, 
the said 3d day of March, 1833.” 

Here isa fell swoop, indeed!—mutttm IN parvo! !!— 
five lines rag! and additionally affecting interests of the 
people of the United States, the annual value of which 
must amount to ONE HUNDRED MILLIONS OF 
DOLLARS! We shall hastily run over the list of the ma- 
pr ipick and mechanics, and put down the amount 
of the present duties imposed on the productions of like 
working people, if imported from foreign countries. 

Artificial flower makers 30 per cent; bellows makers 30; 
book-binders, (blank books), 50; bonnet makers, (of straw, 
Ke. ) 50; braid makers 50; bridle makers 30; brush makers 
30; button mould makers 30; cabinet makers 30; eane 
makers 30; cap makers 30; carriage and coach makers 30; 
chair makers 30; China ware makers 20; clocks, (of wood), 
30; coach lace and fringe makers 35; compass makers 25; 
confectioners 30; crockery ware makers 20; curriers 30; 
earthen ware makers 20; globe makers 25; glove makers, 
{ of leather ), 30; hair workers 30; hatters 30; harness makers 
30; hat, (grass and straw), makers 50; leather manufac- 
tures, (general), 30; marble workers 30; millinery makers, 
(all sorts), 30; moroeco dressers 30; mathematical instru- 
ment makers 25; musical instrument makers 30; organ 
builders 50; paper hangings makers 40 parasol makers 30; 
parchment makers 30; perfume makers, (all sorts), 30; 

encil makers 40; pocket book makers 30; quill preparers 
Be razor strap makers 30; rule and scale makers 30; sad- 
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diers 30; soap, (fancy), makers 30; stone ware makers 50, 
suspender makers 30; tanners 30; truss makers 30; yy. 
brella makers 30; wafer makers 30; whip makers 30, 

The preceding list is imperfect, but may serve to 
shew the extent of this item in the secretary’s bill; ay 
these are to be reduced to 15 per cent. ad val. or rea}. 
ly 133 per cent. Certain of the trades mentioned wi} 
seem unimportant, but there are several which may 
appear contemptible to the hot-bloods of the south that 
have a greater annual value than their exports of rice, 
The leather business, and alone, is worth more than 
the whole crop of cotton—and thuse of the cabinet mak. 
ers and hatters nearly as much. The value of the ma. 
nufactures of fur and grass and straw caps and bonnets, 
&e. are worth far more than the whole crop of todac. 
co—and so on. , 

We should have added the British duties on these ma. 
nufactures, if we had had time and opportunity to ascer. 
tain them. <A notice of a few of the leading articles may 
be sufficient. Leather pays a duty of 6d. per Ib. if simply 
tanned, if otherwise dressed 75 per cent. ad valorem, 
Hats, of fur, pay a duty of 10s. 6d. each—caps and bon. 
nets of skins, grass or straw, are nearly prohibited, or ex. 
cessively taxed, and on many other articles the duties are 
prohibitory. We do not observe in the British tariff one 
solitary case, and in regard to the most insignificant ar. 
ticle embraced in the sweeping clause abdéve quoted, on 
which the British duty is so low as that proposed by Mr. 
McLane; and it would seem to be his design that the far- 
mers and mechanics and woollen manufacturers should 
share a common ruin! The resolution of the senate, di- 
recting the secretary of the treasury to present a compa- 
rative view of duties will show this, AND ALSO HOW MUCH 
FURTHER OTHER OF HIS PROVISIONS WILK. EXTEND:* for, 
in truth, we do not understand the third section. Jt is a 
wholesale one; and persons construe it very differently, 
We have the impression, that it is intended to have effect 
only on the articles named, and such as are now subject 
to ad valorem duties of 124 and 15 per cent. 

But we must close our remarks for the present. We 
are told by authority, in the **Globe” of Monday last, 
that this ‘“‘modification of the tariff is predicated on the 
salutary principles avowed by our venerable vn tal 
If this be so, we are glad to know it in time. For, on our 
parts, we would rather sit down and coldly ‘‘calculate 
the value of the union,” than accept this unjust.and abomi- 
nable—this ill-digested and conflicting—this British pau- 
per-feeding and American ee arene ah scheme. But, 
and if it shall pass, through the force of party discipline 
or from other causes, among them, possibly, British gold 
—it will soon be repealed by the united operation of at 
least a million of musket-bearing FRERFMEN—whose ‘‘nul- 
lification”’ is eatermination; who have full power to do 
all that they will, in the work of ‘‘reform.” Let there be 
peace—let the people instantly meet in every state, county, 
city, town, village or hamlet, and say to their representa- 
tives, THIS BILL. SHALL NOT BECOME A LAW. 

fig We have just received a copy of the bill reported to 
the senate, by Mr. Dickerson, chairman of the commit- 
tee on manufactures. We cannot do more than observe 
—that it makes certain offers, in the way of conciliation, 
and proposes a general reduction of the duties now paya- 
ble on protected articles, of 20 per cent. in the two ensu- 
ing years, 10 per cent. each year. It provides, however, 
that the credits on duties shall not exceed four months, 
and that the pound sterling shall be rated at 480 cents, 
for the calculation of duties. We do not think that this 
bill ean impair the system, though it rightfully should do 
much to coneiliate_all not entirely opposed to the prinei- 
ple of protection. 





*This is indispensably necessary—there is much doub‘ 
concerning many very interesting articles. It would ap- 
pear that some important words may be omitted in the 
bill of the secretary. Are the present duties on spirits, 
paper, &e. repealed, as some suppose that they are? Are 
the millions of dollars invested in coal fields, feanals and 
rail roads] to be given up—to make freights for British 
ships, and so consumMarTE the famous arrangement con- 
cerning the British West India trade? The like ques- 
tions are asked by many and very intelligent persons, 98 
to other important articles—the facts concerning which 
should not be of a dubious character, 
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- er than in the country parts of England, but not nearly so 
> much so as in the United States, compared with our cities 
' and large towns, because of the condensed population and 


' tions that can be made about the whole value of cotton 


‘ nillions of pounds worth every year, and carry off the 
' gold: but English ‘‘free trade” will not permit that. 


of wages. 
1815 110 1824 107 7-8 
1816 115 1825 109 3-8 
1817 104 1-2/1826 107 3-4 
1818 102 3-4/1827 111 3-4 
1819 101 3-4/1828 111 1-8 
1820 102 1829 109 1-2 
» 1821 103 1-8/1830 109 1-2 
1822 112 1851 106 3-8 
1823 111 3-4:1832 109 3-4 
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NOTE A. 

The following were the prices of meat in the London 
market on the 3ist December last, the most recent state- 
ment that we can lay our hands upon at this moment. 
The average prices per /b. are reduced to our money, 
10 per cent. exchange being added, as it should be in all 
calculations of British prices. 

Beef—per stone of 8lbs. 48. 2d. @, 4s. 6d. av. per lb. 13 cts. 


Mutton 4 8 5 0 14. 
Veal 5 0 5 6 15 
Pork 5 0 5 4 154 


The prices in London were, no doubt, somewhat high- 


much more easy and rapid communications between pro- 
ducers and consumers in the former. The price by the 
stone of 8lbs. it will be observed, has a general reference 
to the value of the kind of meat mentioned—not the choice 
pieces. On the 31st December last, we much doubt if the 

ak pr of beef, mutton and pork in the U. States 
was equal to three cents per Ib. In our large’ cities, it did 
not amount to five cents. ‘he considerations growing 
out of these facts are more important than any calcula- 


and tobacco produced. 

Beef, mutton, veal and pork might be placed in the 
Jondon market, in the winter season, for less than half 
the prices stated, if their importation was not PROHI- 
Bl . France and Holland could so supply several 


; NOTE B. 

The following isa statement of the prices, at Baltimore, 
of bills of exchange on England, in the month of January 
of the years given, except in 1815,—the war not then be- 
ing ended; but, having returns for every month in that 
year, we have averaged them. Exchange, which did not 
exceed 1 per cent. prem. for the months of Feb. and 
March, averaged 19 per cent. in October and November, 
because of excessive importations on the restoration of 

ace. The low price of exchange from 1817 to 1821, 
inclusive, will easily he accounted for by those who re- 
collect the exhausted state of our country, in the ruin 
of our manufacturing establishments which the war had 
built up—the want of employment for labor, and low rate 








1945 7-8 

The average for the 18 years is 108 15-18—or say, 9 
per cent. advanee. <A 30 per cent. duty then, on what we 
call 100 dollars worth of goods in England, has been only 
at the rate‘of 27 1-2 per cent. ‘Thus, ’ 

As 109 : 30 : : 100 : 27.52, 

or rather more than 27 1-2 per ceut. 

We have attempted a table of the value of all the ad va- 
lorem goods imported from Great Britain since 1815, but 
cannot complete it for want of the documents. In 1815, 
we imported 43,317,665 dollars worth of such goods. 
Che tables from 1821 to 1830, inclusive, shew a grand ag- 
gregate of 255,318,166 dollars, or an average for these 
10 years of $25,531,816; a rather less sum, we think, than 

le average of all the years—from 1815 to 1831, inelusive; 
but, at that rate, amounting to 434,027,000 dollars for the 
17 years. -Now, if the average duty is put down at 30 
- cent. the following results appear: 
1000,000 dolls. at 30 per cent. ad valorem, intended 
ys be assessed, would have produced 130,208,100 
u 
434,000,000 dollars, at 27 1-2 yer cent. the 

duty ad val. really paid, the amount 119,357,425 

would be 
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With this exposition, itis unnecessary to say—that when 
the secretary of the treasury speaks of a duty of 30 per 
cent. he means one of 27 1-2 per cent. only, because of 
our short valuation of the pound sterling; and for the reason 
that nearly all the ad valorem goods are of British manu- 
facture. It is very nearly certain, that the DIFFERENCE 
between a ‘‘clear protection” to American manufactures, 
&e. and a nominal duty of 30 per cent. on British goods 
imported in the last 17 years, has amounted to about 
eleven millions of dollars—or about six hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars a year. 

at 


Unitep States BANK. The report of the majority 
of the committee appointed to investigate the affairs of the 
bank of the United States, will fill 11 or 12 of our pages, 
without counting the mighty mass of documents append- 
ed to it! We have had time only to give it a rather 
slight reading; but it appears to us, that nearly all, if not 
all, of the serious charges preferred against this institu- 
tion, have been dissipated by a hostile majority of the 
committee; and we one yet to hear the ‘‘other side” 
from Messrs. Adams, Mc Duffie and Watmough! The 
only point made, (and that is dwelt upon at ion length), 
whieh has an ‘‘2ely appearance,” ps gen. Smith would 
say), and seems beyond the reach of justification or liber- 
al explanation or excuse, is an account of certain loans 
made to the editors of the ‘‘Vew York Courier and En- 
quirer,” on what does not appear to be a proper and 
just security for the re-payment of them. Should the 
latter be shewn, we cannot apprehend any reason why 
these editors may not be as rightfully accommodated as 
East India merchants—and if a fitting security be not 
shewn, we shall wonder that the officers of the bank con- 
sidered the support of such persons worth the hazard en- 
countered ! 

We cannot extend our remarks—but that our readers 
may know—{ which, indeed, is the cream of the whole, ) 
the conclusion to which the committee have arrived, we 
insert the closing paragraph of the report, as follows: 

‘It is obvious, from the statements submitted, and the 
correspondence with the treasury concerning the public 
debt, and the fluctuations of the revenue of government, 
that these have hitherto essentially affected the general 
circulation and operations of the bank of the United States. 
It would, therefore, seem to your committee to be most 
judicious not to act upon the question of re-chartering 
that institution, or of chartering any national bank, until 
the public debt shall have been paid off and the public 
revenue shall have been adjusted to the measure of our 
federal expenditures. ” 

oe 


Boru stprs! We have room only to say, that the 
Richmond Enquirer of the 20th inst. has a labored article 
to shew that Mr. Van Buren is opposed to a protecting 
tariff and internal improvements; and another coaxing 
Pennsylvania to retrace her steps and withdraw judge 
Wilkins! ‘These are queer things, when placed side by 
side. We shall, perhaps, have an opportunity to notice 
them more particularly hereafter. Some would place 
Pennsylvania in a ridiculous attitade—demanding her 
support for persons in deadly hostility to what she regards 
her dearest interests, and IN EVERY IMPORTANT RESPECT! 
‘“Measures not men,” was inseribed on the banner of the 
old republican party—but the democratic party has chang- 
ed it to men not measures. 





A mistakt! A letter writer for the ‘Richmond 
Enquirer”—a young man, probably, else one that does 
not much eare what he asserts, spesking about removals 
from office, says, “‘when Mr. Jefferson came into pow- 
er, independent of removals for other causes, he dis- 
missed from office rveny MAN, who had patronized or 
countenanced Poreupine’s Gazette;” and on this builds 
up a justification of the late numerous removals. With 
the latter we have nothing to do, at present. But Mr. 
Jefferson hardly turned out a ffiieth part of the officers 
who had patronized ‘‘Porcupine’s Gazette.”? His re- 
movals were only about (/urty-six in the whole first pe- 
riod of his service in the presidency; and, at the time 
of his inauguration, almost every public officer, in the 
middle states, and perhaps as much so in some others, 





Difference $10,850,675 





had patronized that Gazette. We have a vivid recol- 
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jection of certain particular cases, in the persons of the 
fathers of certain of the most distinguished gentlemen 
of ‘‘the democratic party,” as it is now called, by way 
of eminenee—but do not choose to give them. The 
fact stated is so far from being true, that many of us 
thought Mr. Jefferson was kind to individuals in exact 
»xroportion to the rude zeal with which they had opposed 
im! We happened to know a good deal about ‘Peter 
Porcupine” and his Gazette; and of the earnest support 
which certain public officers gave him, and of the pro- 
scription, by them, of the ‘‘Auronra,” and those who sup- 
ported that paper. We have seen and heard gentlemen 
pevery abused, by more than one public officer, (with 

orcupine’s Gazette in hand), at the door of a post- 
office, for receiving the ‘‘Aurora.’* Such stories may be 
“told to the marines,’ but the old democrats of "98 know 
better. 


Ingtanv. The following brief notices may shew the 
wretched state of this country. The borders of Meath, 
Cavan and Monagan are traversed by bands of ruffians, 

lundering and punishing persons connected with the ecol- 
ection of tithes, and forbidding their payment—many of 
them being armed. In Kilkenny, a large number of the 
“‘Whitefeet” have been arrested, but without a seeming 
diminution of their acts of violence. ‘They commit many 
cruel and outrageous murders. A party of them, having 
deliberately slaughtered a man in the presence of his chil- 
dren, said, “look at us—try if you know us, and prose- 
eute, if you dare!””? The Orangemen and ‘‘Maghera boys” 
about Crossgar, have frequent and deadly frays. They 
appear in large parties, in regular military array. In the 
neighborhood even of Dublin, property distrained for 
tithes, has been rescued by the people, armed with pitch- 
forks,&c. At Ballymore, a man was murdered for pay- 
ing the baronial dues. ‘The reverend archdeacon Irwin 
Whitly was way-laid and killed near Cashel—his seull 
being beaten in with stones. He had claimed £1,200 for 
his tithes, which the people refused to pay. At other 
places, some of the peasants who had paid tithes had had 
their corn scattered, or dwellings torn down, having been 
served with notices from ‘‘Mrs. Alt” not to pay them. 
In Donnegal, the people, to the amount of 10,000, had re- 
sisted the payment of tithes, and given orders to the agents 
of the clergy, that they should cease attempts to collect 
them. The condition of the county of Galway will be 
seen in the following letter— 


*¢Portumma Boula convent, Jan. 23, 1832. 

“My dear sir: Nothing can exceed the disturbed state 
of this part of the country. On the 13th of this month, 
‘two armed men, one with a pistol and the other with a 
blunderbuss, came to this convent to serve me with a Ter- 
ry Alt notice, ordering me under pain of death not to 
preach against them; for on every Sunday that I said mass 
at this chapel, I always advised them to abandon that un- 
fortunate and disgraceful system which they got up in this 
country. Most fortunate for them, | had been from home. 
They met at the hall-door one of the gentlemen of this 
house, at whom one of the diabolical ruffians discharged 


his pistol, but thanks be to God, without effect; their next } 


attack was on the steward, whom they pursued around 
the house, and I believe would have shot him were it not 
that he secured himself in the barn. lL have not words to 
express how grateful we feel to Mr. Singleton, our chief 
magistrate here, for his kindness and attention to us on 
the oceasion. “That worthy man has succeeded in appre- 
hending four villains, who were sworn to murder the rev. 
Mr. Sheil, parish priest of ‘Trina, whose brother was kill- 
ed by the Terry Alts, last summer. I am, sir, yours, 
&Kc. Cornetius D. Coentray. 


*P. S.—On the night of Friday last, the 20th inst. two 
Terry Alts were shot dead by the police, when in the act 
of taking arms from a house situated within two miles 
of Eyercourt. I have not words to explain the miserable 
state of this unhappy neighborhood, and unless something 
is done immediately for the restoration of peace, we will 
be obliged to leave the country.” [Dublin Ev. Post. 

In some instances, the ruffians have much abused wo- 
men, who attempted to defend their husbands, when at- 
tacked by them. An old and sickly person named Man- 
ning, resident near Castlecomer, refusing to give up his 


oo 


pistols to a gang of wretches and take an oath that he 
would pay no more tithes—they held his feet under 4, 
grate and roasted them there, and also burned his bac 
and beat him severely: and they placed his daughter on th; 
hot coals, and burnt her terribly—five of these villgj,, 
were arrested. In Limerick, all was confusion and dis. 
may—nobody seemed safe. In some cases, they attac; 
the horses of offensive persons, and cut-off their tails, &¢ 

Though some may smile at the idea—we attribute a 
large part of the poverty, ignorance and outrageous eon, 
duct of Lrish peasants, (maddened by privations, and rey. 
dered desperate through suffering), to that ‘free trade» 
which long existed on the part of England against Ivelanq 
by which the productive industry of the latter was severely 
harrassed and- oftentimes completely paralized; and, 
history of the British restrictions, on the trade of Trelanq 
would shew that this idea may not be smiled at, except}; 
those who do not calculate causes and effeets. The frig, 
people are not naturally riotous and ruthless. We hay. 
abundant proof of this in our own country, when time 
and opportunity has been afforded them to shake off thei, 
old notions of foree——but ‘‘oppression has made then 


mad,” and the dark dominion of ignorance is over them, 
at home. 


-— or © Ow 
TWENTY SECOND CONGRESS—tst SESSION, 
SENATE, 

April 27. On motion of Mr. Silsbee, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. JV ebster for a week from Monday 
next. 

‘The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. F’relinghuysen 
authorising the purchase of Rembrandt Peale’s original 
painting of the portrait of general Washington was takey 
up, modified and agreed to. ; La 

Mr. Clay presented the petition of the citizens of Nel 
son county, Ky. praying that in adjusting the tariff the 
principle of protection might not be infringed. 

Me. Tipton presented sundry resolutions of the legish- 
ture of Indiana concerning the public lands, 

Mr. Frelinghuysen, from the judiciary committee, re- 
ported the bill to provide for the punishment of certain 
crimes, with an amendment. 

Mr. Aing reported a bill providing for the relief of 
certain friendly Creek ludians, whose lands had beeu 
sold by the United States. 

On motion of Mr. Fvot, the senate took up the revolu- 
tionary pension bill, which, after debate, was postponed, 
when the senate adjourned uatil Monday, 


April 30. Mr. Smith from the coramittee on finanee, 
to whom was referred the resolution of the 30th Mareh, 
proposing an inquiry into the expediency of abolishing 
the offices of second auditor and second comptroller, 
made a report, that these offices could not be abolished 
without injury to the publie service. 

‘The resolution offered by Mr. Aing, relative to the 
payment of two per cent. out of the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands in Alabama, to that state, was taken wy 
and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Brown, 3,000 copies of the report 
of the secretary of the treasury, relative to the tariff aul 
the draft of a bill accompanying, were ordered to be 
printed, 

On motion of Mr. Smith, the senate ype ag to the 
consideration of executive business, and after being er 
gared therein some time, adjourned. . 

Mauy1. Mr. Dickerson reported a bill regulating the 
duties on foreign imports. 

Mr. Chambers reported the bill from the house, reli 
tive to a new penal code for the District of Columbia 
and stated, that when the subject should be taken up, he 
should move a resolution to appoint a joint committee ol 
both houses, to prepare a code for the government of the 
District. 

‘The senate took up the appropriation bill, as it wasT© 
turned from the house of representatives. a 

Mr. Smith moved that the senate recede from its for- 
mer decision relative to an outfit for a minister to Francs 
and that the same be reinstated. Some discussion ensue’ 
which resulted in the senate’s receding from the amen” 
ment, ayes 23, noes 21. 





The senate insisted on two of its amendments, sage 
propriating certain sums which had formerly been 4] 
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- priated for removing obstructions in certain rivers, | with seriatim. Not much debate ensued until the house 
.- which had been paid over to the surplus fund; and to | arrived at the item of a mission to France, when an ani- 
EP that amendment by which the appropriation for the statue | mated discussion took place in which Messrs. Archer, 
of Washington had been stricken out by the senate. Mc Duffie, Wickliffe, Ingersoll, Wayne, Drayton, Adams 
The senate then adjourned. and Doddrige participated. When the question was taken 
May 2. A message was received from the president | (at past 5 o’clock), the house determined to retain the 
’ of the United States, transmitting copies of two treaties outfit for a minister to France. ae ; 
petween the U. States and Mexico, ys _ The following were the yeas and nays on retaining this 
. Mr. Clay presented the memorial of sundry citizens | item, which had been striken out by the senate— 
» of St. Charles, Missouri, praying a donation for a col-| YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Adair, Alexander, Allison, 
: lege. ne Anderson, Angel, Archer, Ashley, J. S. Barbour, Bar- 
. Mr. Chambers’ resolution relative to a code of laws ringer, J. Bates, Beardsley, Beil, Bergen, Bethune, Jas. 
) for the District of Columbia was agreed to. Blair, Jno. Blair, Boon, Bouck, Bouldin, J. Brodhead, J. 
‘ A communication was received from the treasury de-|C. Brodhead, Bucher, Burd, Cambrelerg, Chandler, 
. ent relative to a fraud on the revenue in the in- } Claiborne, Clay, Clayton, Conner, Craig, Crawford, Da- 
troduction of sugar into the U. States. venport, Dayan, Denny, Dewart, Doubleday, Drayton, J. 
. Mr. Holmes laid a resolution on the table relative to| Evans, Ford, Foster, Gaither, Gilmore, Gordon, T. H. 
h the failure of collectors to make their quarterly returns | Hall, W. Hall, Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Hoffman, Ho- 
fe of foreign commerce. ne gan, Holland, Horn, Howard, Hubbard, Thrie, Irvin, Jar- 
" The senate agreed to the additional amendments to | vis, Jewett, R. M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, C. C. John- 
. the general appropriation bill, and then adjourned. ston, Kavanagh, Kennon, J. King, H. King, Lamar, Lan- 
. ay 3. On motion of Mr. Hayne the secretary of | sing, Leavitt, Lecompte, Mann, Mardis, Mason, Wm. 
n the treas was directed to prepare a comparative | McCoy, MclIntire, G. E. Mitchell, T. R. Mitchell, Muh- 
statement shewing the rates of duties imposed by exist- | lenberg, Newnan, Pierson, Pitcher, Plummer, Polk, E. 
ing laws on the articles embraced in the project of a} C. Reed, Roane, A. H. Shepperd, Smith, Speight, Stan- 
law communicated by the secretary of the treasury, and | difer, Stephens, F. Thomas, W. Thompson, John Thom- 
also the bill reported from the committee on manufac-| son, Verplanck, Ward, Wardwell, Wayne, Weeks, 
tures. Wheeler, Camp. P. White, Wilde, Worthington—102. 
ee The report of the committee of finance against the} NAYS—Messrs. C. Allan, R. Allen, Armstrong, Ar- 
ay abolition of the offices of second auditor and second |nold, Babeock, Banks, Noyes Barber, Barnwell, Bars- 
comptroller was agreed to. tow, I. C. Bates, Briggs, Bullard, Burges, Cahoon, 
en The senate then took up the general post office bill, | Choate, Coke, Collier, Lewis Condict, Silas Condit, 
nal and after going through sundry amendments, the senate | EK. Cooke, B, Cooke, Cooper, Corwin, Coulter, Crane, 
ey adjourned. Creighton, Daniel, J. Davis, Dickson, Doddridge, Ells- 
worth, G. Evans, E. Everett, H. Everett, Felder, Gren- 
el- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. nell, Griffin, Heister, Hodges, Hughes, Huntington In- 
the Friday, April 27. The senate’s amendments to the | gersoll, Kendall, Letcher, Lyon, Marshall, Maxwell, R. 
apportionment bill were referred to a select committee. | McCoy, McDuffie, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milli- 
ae Samuel Houston was again placed at the bar, when the | gan, Newton, Pearce, Potts, Randoiph, J. Reed, Russel, 
speaker informed the house that he had received a com-| Semmes, W. B. Shepard, Slade, Southard, Siarberry, 
re- munication from Francis S. Key, esq. the counsel for the | Storrs, Sutherland, Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Tomp- 
ain respondent, stating that owing to indisposition he was | kins, Tracy, Vance, Watmough, E. Whittlesey, Fred’k. 
: unable to attend to-day, but hoped to be able to attend to- | Whittlesey, Wickliffe, Williams, Young—77. 
f of morrow. Whereupon a further prosecution of the trial| Monday, April 30. Mr. Doddridge made an unsuc- 
eeu was postponed. cessful motion to suspend the rules of the house, so as to 
The house then took up, as in committee of the whole, | allow him to move a resolution for appointing a commit- 
ole the amendments of the senate to the general appropriation | tee to inquire into the expediency of changing the time of 
ved, bill. Several minor amendments were agreed to or dis- | the meeting of the next congress. 
sented from. On motion of Mr. Horn, the bill reported some time 
nee, An item for removing the bar at Pascalouga bay was] since to enforce the collection of the revenue, was re- 
reh, disagreed to. committed to the committee on manufactures—and 
hing The item allowing $50,000 fora survey of the Creek} On motion of Mr. Adams, the memorial of the free 
Her, lands was agreed to. trade convention was referred to the same committee. 
shed The item fora charge to Colombia was striken out,| The further hearing of the case of Samuel Houston was 
and one ,for Naples substituted, and the appropriation | postponed in consequence of the continued indisposition 
the increased from $55,100 to $58,500. of his counsel. 
sles The amendment proposing to strike out the word| The remaining amendments of the senate tothe general 
n up “France” and reduce the appropriation from $36,000, | appropriation bill, were then taken up in regular order, 
to 26,000 being under consideration, an animated debate | and gone through with, and the bill returned to the se- 
por ensued, and the amendment of the senate was finally disa- | nate. 
"and greed to, by a vote of yeas 81, nays 95, thus retaining in| Leave being given, Mr. Clayton presented the report 
o be the bill the item for a new mission to France. of the majority of the committee of visitation to the bank 
After other proceedings— of the United States. 
» the The committee then rose and reported the bill to the} Mr. McDuffie rose and stated, that in consequence of 
a house, the voluminous nature of the report of the majority, the 
The speaker laid before the house a communication | committee had only come to a decision upon it that morn- 
r the from the treasury department, containing a letter in the | ing, and consequently that the minority had had no time 
nature of a report on the subject of the tariff, from Mr. | to present their views. He therefore commented, oral- 
rela- McLane, accompanied by a bill. The house adjourned. | ly, upon several points in the report to which he dissent- 
nbia; Saturday April 28. ‘Two motions, having in view a| ed. 
p, he fixing of the time for the adjournment of the present ses-|_ Mr. Clayton replied with animation, and protested 
ee ol £10n, were refused a consideration. against this mode of controverting the report before it 
f the The case of Mr. Houston was again postponed, because | was read. 
of the continued indisposition of his counsel. Mr. .ddams stated that he should take occasion to pre- 
13 res The resolution of Mr. Adams relative to he biennial | sent, in a distinct written form, his views of the subject. 
register, directed to be laid before congress by the state} He said if there was a single sentence in the report to 
3 for department, was taken up, and at the instance of Mr. | which he did not dissent, he was not aware of it. 
ance, Taylor, withdrawn. Mr. Cambreleng vindicated the course of the investi- 
sued, nmotion of Mr. Whittlesey, a committee was then di- | gations, and was willing to maintain and stand by the re- 
rend rected to be appointed to inquire why the information } port of the committee. 
which the book contained wus not more accurately given.| Mr. F. Thomas expressed himself in similar terms. 
e-apy _The house then took up the general appropriation| Mr. 2. MM. Johneon, of Kentucky, another member of 
n ape bill, and the various amendments were gone through | the committee, stated his views of the report. He had 
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assented to it, he admitted; but he disclaimed any inten- 
tion to cast the least reflection on the integrity or honor 
of the president or government of the bank, to the former 
he accorded high praise and great merit. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and then the 
house adjourned. 

Tuesday, May 1. On motion of Mr. Clayton, the do- 
cuments accompanying the report on the administration 
of the bank of the U. States were ordered to be printed. 

The further trial of Samuel Houston, owing to the con- 
tinued indisposition of his counsel, was again postponed 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. Plummer continued his remarks in the ease of the 
Wiscasset collector until the hour expired. 

The amendments of the senate to the Indian vaccina- 
tion bill, were concurred in. 

The revolutionary pension bill was then taken up, 
amended, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
by a vote of 125 to 50. The house then adjourned. 


Wednesday, May 2. Mr. Plummer concluded his 
speech on the case of the Wiscasset collector. 

The general pension bill was considered and passed by 
a vote of 128 to 46. 

The amendments of the senate to the general appro- 
priation bill were some of them adopted and others re- 
ceded from, and the remainder of the day was spent in 
committee of the whole making appropriations for cer- 
tain improvements of ports and harbors, without any 
thing definite being done, and then the house adjourned. 

Thursday, May 3. Mr. Polk presented a report on 
the amendments of the senate to the general appropria- 
tion bill. 

Ten thousand extra copies of the report of the commit- 
tee on public lands of the house, as also the same number 
of the report of the senate on the same subject, were or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. Mercer, a resolution was adopted 
agreeing to adjourn over from Friday to Monday, in or- 
der to have the house cleansed, the carpet taken up, and 
cbloride of lime sprinkled on the floor. 

Samuel Houston was again brought to the bar, and his 
counsel, Mr. Key, concluded his speech in defence. Mr. 
Houston requested permission to aliiven the house, which 
was granted, and the case postponed till Monday next. 

The house, in committee of the whole, took up the in- 
ternal improvement bill, and after going through the 
same, rose and reported the bill to the house—when the 
house adjourned. 

dO Beer 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREA- 
SURY, 
OW THE ADJUSTMENT OF THE TARIFF. 
Treasury department, April 27, 1832. 

Sir: In obedience to two resolutions of the house of 
representatives, of the 19th January, 1852, directing the 
secretary of the treasury to collect information as to cer- 
tain manufactures in the United States, and to communi- 
cate the same to the house, with such suggestions as he 
may think useful, with a view to the adjustment of the ta- 
riff, and with such a tariff of duties on imports, in his 
opinion to be best adapted to the advancement of the pub- 
lic interest; the undersigned has the honor to report, 
that, for the purpose of effectually complying with the 
presumed object of the house, as soon as proper agents 
could be selected, he addressed circulars (a copy of which 
is now transmitted) to gentlemen in the states north of the 
Potomac, and in the state of Ohio, requesting their aid in 
collecting the information desired, and also sought per- 
sonal conference with eminent manufacturers and other 
gentlemen acquainted with the subject. 


Some, of those, however, who had beeen selected as 
agents, declined acting; and owing to that and other 
causes, with which it is not necessary to trouble the house, 
more time has been employed in executing the intentions 
of the department than was anticipated, ‘The importance 
of a was fully appreciated, but, until the returns 
could be received, to enable the undersigned to commu- 
nicate the facts called for by the house, he did not deem 
himself authorised to submit any suggestions, or recom- 
mend any particular modification of existing duties. 

These returns have but recently begun to come in, and 
have yet been only partially reecived; but rather than in- 





eur greater delay, at this advanced period of the session, 
or longer disappoint the expectations of the house, the 
undersigned has the honor to communicate the returns ag 
far as they have come to hand, and will continue to trans- 
mit others as they may be received at the department. 

In complying with so much of the resolutions of the 
house as requires the secretary of the treasury to commu. 
nicate his own suggestions, he is well aware of the delj- 
cacy and responsibility of the task he has been instructed 
to perform: he is profoundly sensible, however, of the 
importance of the crisis which has induced the demand. 
and he has entire confidence in the liberal patriotism with 
which every honest effort, for the adjustment of its ac. 
knowledged difficulties, will be received. 


If the raising the proper amount of revenue were the 
only object, or could alone guide these suggestions, the 
task would be comparatively easy; but the crisis presents 
a different and far more complicate subject. ‘The im- 
post system of the United States has been, for many years, 
incidentally, but so intimately connected with the growth 
and protection of American capital and labor, as to have 
raised up great national interests, indispensable to the 
prosperity of the country, and which cannot be lost sight 
of in any new adjustment of the system. How far other 
interests, in different portions of the union, can be satis- 
fied in the system now to be framed, without injury to those 
important interests, is the question which makes a com- 
pliance with the direction of the house, a labor of great 
delicacy, and of still greater difficulty. 


In the circumstances which at present require a general 

reduction of the revenue, it is not believed practicable to 
preserve, for any length of time, the degree of protection 
hitherto afforded to those interests which have grown up 
under the past legislation. The state of public feeling 
throughout an important portion of the country, which, 
with greater or less intensity, calls for a revision of the 
existing tariff, is not to be disguised. Both patriotism 
and wisdom dictate that this sentiment should be respeet- 
ed, and, as far as may be compatible with the common 
weal, that it be satisfied, not from any unworthy motive, 
but under that obligation of duty which requires that all 
be regarded with an equal eye; that all be borne upon 
with an equal hand; and, under that no less solemn ob- 
ligation, to preserve, by any reasonable concessions, our 
inestimable union. 
- Fully impressed with these considerations, and in the 
belief that, by their resolutions, the house had required 
suggestions for a general reduction of duties on the arti- 
cles comprehended in the existing tariff, the undersigned 
has felt it to be his duty to deal with the subject in that 
spirit, and has now the honor to submit the result of his 
investigation and reflection in the form of a bill aecom- 
panying this letter. 

He does not intend it so much for a perfect scheme, 
as to embody those suggestions which he has been called 
upon to make ina definite and intelligible shape; and, 
while looking to the patriotic object of the resolution, 
which has also guided his own judgment, he cheerfully 
assumes the responsibility of the scheme now presented, 
he will derive no less gratification if that object ean be 
better attained by any other plan which wiser cdunsels 
may devise. 

‘Lhe basis of the bill now submitted, is a total repeal of 
the act of the 19th of May, 1828, from and after the third 
of March, 1833, and a limitation of the revenue after- 
wards to be raised, by a new system of duties, to the ex- 
isting expenditures of the government, and to such other 
necessary expenditures as the exigency of the publie ser- 
vice may require, and congress, in its wisdom, may au- 
thorise. 


The estimate which was presented in the late annual 
report from this department, of the amount to be receiv- 
ed into the treasury from customs, in the year 1832, was 
founded, chiefly, upon the importations of the year 1851; 
and, as the receipts from that source will not be greater 
than may be safely relied on for the payment of the pub- 
lic debt within the time proposed, the duties cannot be 
materially, if at all, reduced, consistently with that ob- 
ject, earlier than the period indicated. 

If the duties be reduced, as proposed in the bill to take 
effect in March, 1833, the amount which, according te 
the principles adopted in forming the estimates for 1832, 
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‘aw be estimated as the receipts from the customs in 
mill be about $18,000,000, which sum, after pro- 
viding for the payment of the debt in that year, would 
jeave, for all other objects, $15,500,000. 
: Should the public expenditures amount to $15,000,000 
* after the payment of the debt in 1833, there would be a 
> surplus in that year of only $3,500,000, 
i No allowance, however, is made in this estimate for 
4 the effects of a diminished importation, or an unusual re- 
4 exportation of those articles which may be included in 
4 the reduced tariff, and might not be necessary for the 
> consumption of the country before the reduced tariff should 
into operation. Yet, however equally a prospective 
reduction may enable the importers to adjust the supply 
to the demand, it is believed that a considerable reduction 
should be made for these contingencies. It is doubtful 
whether they would leave any surplus, but, if any, a small 
one. And, in carrying into effect a great change like this, 
it would be imprudent to incur the risk of a scanty or de- 
fective revenue, merely to avoid the chance of a small 


lus. 

“a reduction of $10,000,000, or upwards, should be 
made, to go into operation immediately, it would effect 
not only the future revenue, but that which has already 
accrued, and which forms the chief basis of the receipts 
into the treasury during the present year. Whatever 
amount, receivable from the customs in this year, may be 
now in bond, it cannot be doubted, that before those 
bonds become due, a re-exportation would take place of 
all such articles as should be included in the reduced 

tariff, and be in a situation to entitle them to debenture. 
Such articles could not enter into competition with those 
| imported under the reduced tariff, and would necessarily 
be re-exported. 
- Inregard to the proper time for the reduction to go into 

operation, the advantage which all parties interested— 
the producer, manufacturer, importer, consumer—would 
derive from timely notice of any important changes in the 
) rates of duty, is a consideration, which also, ought not to 
_ be overlooked. 
| For the objects mainly intended to be provided for, 
an annual revenue of $15,000,000 is estimated to be ne- 
cessary. Of this amount, until congress shall otherwise 
determine, the sum of $3,000,000 may be estimated to 
be received from the public lands. Should congress here- 
after determine to dispense with this source of revenue, 
any deficiency thereby occasioned may readily be raised 
yasmall augmentation of the duties proposed by the 
pill upon the class of articles which are taxed solely for 
he purposes of revenue, or may be distributed among 
he whole. 
The remaining $12,000,000 it is proposed to raise ex- 
‘lusively from duties on imports, in the manner particu- 
arly provided for in the bill. It is estimated that, by 
Mhis mode, the whole annual revenue from customs, cal- 
ulated upon the importations of the year ending on the 
th September, 1830, after deducting re-exportations, 
‘ill be reduced more than $10,000,000; and, upon that 
ortion of them commonly called protected articles, more 
han $3,000,000: and, also, that the rate of the whole duty 
rom customs, caleulated upon the cost of the imported 
ierchandise in the same year, exclusive of all charges, 
‘ill be reduced from about forty-five per cent. to about 
wenty-seven per cent. The difference, however, be- 
ween the rate of duties since 1850, and that under the 
ill, will not be quite so great, owing to the reductions 
7 made in the duties on tea, coffee, molasses, and 
t. 
A great number of articles of the first necessity, or par- 
king of the character of raw materials, have been reliev- 
'd from duty altogether; and on many of the necessaries 
of life, and’ those principally consumed by the poorer 
lasses, a duty almost nominal has been imposed, 

An opinion has been heretofore expressed by the un- 
ersigned, in favor of a prospective and gradual reduc- 
on of the existing duty on articles embraced by the pro- 
ective system; but it has been departed from in the bill, in 
leference to respectable opinions from other quarters, but 
"ineipally to what is understood to be the wish of the 
‘nutacturers themselves, who prefer a system perma- 
ent in its character to one liable to change. 

t has not been supposed practicable to offer any rea- 
































of existing differences, which should not avoid the in- 
congruity in the act of 1828, from the extra t duty 
on the raw materials, and the well-founded objections to 
the system of minimums. 

It is belived that the producer of the raw material, and 
especially the grower of wool, will receive an ample in- 
demnity for the concession now required, in the constancy 
and steadiness of the market, which the sure and perma- 
nent suecess of the manufacturing establishments will not 
fail to afford for his commodity, and in the cheapening 
of his general supplies. Independently of these conside- 
rations, however, it will appear by the statement accom- 
panying the bill, (marked A.) that, by the duty imposed 
by the bill on raw wool, a price not less than forty cents 
a pound is secured to the domestic producer of that article. 
Other statements, showing the operation of other parts of 
the bill, will be prepared and transmitted as they may be 
found cecessary. 

The system of minimums is regarded as imposing an 
unnecessary and extravagant rate of duty, and as encourag- 
ing the commission of frauds difficult, if not impossible to 
prevent. It is believed that the effect, already, has been 
to exclude the fair American importer, in a great degree, 
from the trade; and to leave it in the hands of others less 
scrupulous as to the restraints imposed by the laws. 

The most plausible ground on which this system can 
be defended, is, the security it affords to the manufacturer 
against the superior capital of his foreign rival, and the oc- 
casional excessive influx of the foreign merchandise. But 
an ad valorem duty of sufficient amount upon the actual 
value of the goods, fairly ascertained under the guards in 
the bill, may accomplish the same object not less effee- 
tually. From information derived principally from the 
statements of eminent manufacturers, a duty of fo per cent. 
on the manufactured article, beyond that on the raw ma- 
terial, would, of itself, equalize the cost of the domestic 
and foreign article, and afford a sufficient protection to 
the manufacturer against foreign competition in the or- 
dinary course of trade. If, by the reduced rate of duty 
on the raw materials, and the low rate of duty on all other 
articles of general consumption, the American manufac- 
turer may, as is believed, bring his merehandise into 
market upon terms of equality in cost with the foreigner, 
it is not doubted that the ad valorem duty proposed by the 
bill, with cash payments, and a duty on sales at auction, 
will be fully adequate to guard against the superiority of 
forcign capital, and the fluctuations of trade. It is a rate 
of profit in ordinary times not enjoyed by any other branch 
of industry not necessarily exposed to greater risk and 
vicissitude. 

The imposition of a revenue duty merely, on coarse 
wool not raised in the United States, and on the coarser 
denominations of cloths, is believed to be a concession 
due to the south and to the southwestern portions of the 
union, and which may be made without serious detri- 
ment to the manufacturer. 

Without some concession of present advantages from all 
interests, any scheme of adjustment must be considered 
as hopeless. 

The bill now submitted, proposes to raise the revenue, 
with as little inconvenience as possible to all parts of the 
union; it designs to leave all great national interests ade- 
quately protected, while it lessens the duty on raw ma- 
terials and articles of necessity. Greater protection might 
be given, and the growth, both of the raw material and of 
the manufactures, might be more rapidly encouraged. It 
is belived, however, that by the seale of duties in the 
bill, the advancement and prosperity of each will be cer- 
tainly attained; and it is for those interested to consider, 
whether it be not wiser and more patriotic to be content 
with a certain and permanent, though more gradual pro- 
cess, than by contending for extreme protection to en- 
danger their own interest, and ultimately disturb the har- 
mony of the union. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, LOUIS MeLANE, 
secretary of the treasury. 
The hon. the speaker of the house of tepresentatives. 


The following statement exhibits the comparative prices 
of wool, at the present rate of duty, and at 20, 224 and 
25 per cent. The only deseription of wool that can 





nable scheme of compromise, and for the adjustment 


enter into competition with the American, is that from. 
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England and the Netherlands; and when the charges 


ight, insurance, and the difference of exchange, 
are added, it is evident that a duty of 20 per cent., 
while it would amply protect our own product of wool, 
would also materially benefit our manufacturers. The 
great advantage to the latter, however, would be in the 
coarse qualities of wool, which is not raised in this 






































country. and which costs very low; the duty on which, 
under the present rates, is extravagantly high. 
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bill further altering the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes, accompanying the secretary of the treasury’s 
report to the house of representatives, of the 27th of 

April, 1832. 

Sec. 1. Be it enacted by the senate and house of re- 
presentatives of the United States of America, in congress 
assembled, That from and after the 3d day of March, 
1833, the act entitled ‘‘An act in alteration of the several 
acts ——? duties on imports,” approved the 19th of 
May, 1828, shall be repealed; except so far as the same 
may be necessary for the recovery and collection of all 
duties which shall have accrued under the said act, and 
for the recovery, collection, distribution, and remission 
of all fines, penalties, and forfeitures, which may have 
been incurred under the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in lieu of the 
duties now imposed by law on the importation of articles 
hereinafter mentioned, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, the following duties, that is to say: 

ist. On wool, unmanufactured, the value whereof, at 
the place of exportation, shall not exceed ten cents per 
pound, five per cent. ad valorem; and when the value 
shall exceed ten cents per pound, twenty per cent. ad va- 
lorem: Provided, that wool imported on the skin shall be 
estimated, as to weight and value, as other wool. 

2d. On manufactures of wool, or of which wool is a 
component part, not otherwise specified, the value where- 
of shall not exceed fifty cents a square yard, ten per cent. 


‘ <= 
worsted yarn, twenty per cent.; on mits, gloves, bing} 
blankets, hosiery, an i 
percent.; on flannels and baizes, and all other manufact 
of wool, or of which wool is a component part, thi 
cent.; and on ready made clothing, fifty per cent. 

3d. On all manufactures of cotton, or of which 
shall be a component part, twenty-five per cent. ad yal, 
rem: Provided, that all manufactures of cotton, 5, of 
which cotton shall be a component part, not dyed, colo, 
ed, printed, or stained, shall be valued at thirty cents 
square yard, and, if dyed, colored, printed, or stajy, 
shall be valued at thirty-five cents per square yard; and 
on nankeens imported direct from China, twenty per cen; 
ad valorem. 

4th. On all stamped, printed, or painted floor cloth; 
forty-three cents a square yard; on oil cloths, of all kin, 
other than that usually denominated floor cloth, and 9, 
floor matting, usually made of flags or other materials 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

5th. On iron, in bars or bolts, not manufactured j, 
whole, or in part, by rolling, ninety cents per 112 Ibs, 

6th. On bar and bolt iron, made wholly, or in part, jy 
rolling, thirty dollars per ton: Provided, that all iron i 
slabs, blooms, loops, or other form less finished than iro, 
in bars or bolts, and more advanced than pig iron, exe 
castings, shall be rated as iron in bars or bolts 
duty accordingly. 

7th. On iron in pigs, fifty cents per 112 Ibs.; on yes 
sels of cast iron, not otherwise specified, one and a haji 
cents per lb., on all other castings of iron, not otherwig 
specified, one ceut per Ib. 

8th. On iron or steel wire, not exceeding number fou. 
teen, five cents per lb.; over number fourteen, nine cen 
per Ib. 

9th. On round iron, or braziers’ rods, of three-siy. 
teenths to eight-sixteenths of an inch diameter, inclusive; 
and on iron in nail or spike rods, or nail plates, slit, roll. 
ed, or hammered; and on iron in sheets, and hoop iron; 
and on iron slit, rolled, or hammered for band iron, seroll 
iron, or casement rods, three cents per lb. ; on iron spikes, 
four cents per Ib.; on iron nails, cut or wrought, five 
cents per lb.; on tacks, brads, and sprigs, not exceedin 
sixteen ounces to the thousand, five cents per thousani; 
exceeding sixteen ounces to the thousand, five cents per 
Ib.; on square wire, used for the manufacture of stretch 
ers for umbrellas, twelve per ceut. ad valorem; on anvil 
and anchors, and all parts thereof, manufactured in whole 
or in part, two cents per lb.; on iron cables or chains, 
parts thereof, manufactured in whole or in part, thre 
cents per lb. and no drawback shall be allowed on the 
exportation of iron cables or parts thereof; on mill cranks 
and mill irons, of wrought iron, four cents per Ib.; 0 
mill saws, one dollar each; on blacksmiths’ hammers aul 
sledges, two and a half cents per lb.; on muskets, ov 
dollar and fifty cents per stand; on rifles, two dollars aol 
fifty cents each; on all other fire arms, thirty per cert 
ad valorem. 

10th. On axes, adzes, hatchets, drawing knives, cutting 
knives, sickles or reaping hooks, scythes, spades, shovels 
squares of iron or steel, bridle bits of all description, 
steelyards and seale beams, socket chissels, vices aul 
screws of iron, called wood screws, thirty per cent. al 
valorem: Provided, that said articles shall not be import 
ed at a less rate of duty than would have been chargeable 
on the material constituting their chief value, if imported 
in an unmanufactured state. 

1ith. On steel, one dollar and fifty cents per 112 lbs 

12th. On japanned wares of all kinds, on plated ware 
of all kinds, and on all manufactures, not otherwise spe 
cified, made of brass, iron, steel, pewter, lead, or tin, * 
of which either of these metals is a component material, 
a duty of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem: Provided, th 
all articles manufactured, in whole, of sheet, rod, hoop, 
bolt, or bar iron, or of iron wire, or of which sheet, 10%, 
hoop, bolt, or bar iron, or iron wire, shall constitute the 
greatest weight, and which are not otherwise specified; 
shall pay the same duty per Ib. that is charged by this a 
on sheet, rod, hoop, bolt or bar iron, or on iron wire, 
the same number respectively: Provided, also, that the 
said last mentioned rates shall not be less than the s" 
duty of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 
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ad valorem; on worsted stuff goods, and woollen and 


13th. ‘That all scrap and old iron shall pay a duty a 
twelve dollars and fifty cents per ton; that nothing sh 
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carpets and carpeting, twenty. : 
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be deemed old iron that has not been in actual use; and | other medicinal drugs, and all articles not enumerated in 


all pieces of iron (except old) of more than six inches in| this act, nor the existing laws, and which are now liable 


length, shall be rated as bar, bolt, rod, or hoop iron, as} to anad valorem duty of 15 per cent. 


the ease may be, and pay duty accordingly. 


Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That from, and af- 


14th. On unmanufactured hemp, fifty dollars per ton; | ter, the 3d day of March, aforesaid, so much of any act 
on sail duck, ten cents a square yard; and, on cotton bag- | of congress as requires the addition of 10 or 20 per cent. 


ging, three and a half cents a square yard. 

15th. On all manufactures of silk, or of which silk shall 
be a component part, coming from beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem; and on all 
other manufactures of silk, or of which silk shall bea 
component part, twenty per cent. : 

16th. On brown sugar and syrup for making sugar, two 
and a half cents per pound; and on white clayed, or pow- 
dered sugar, three and one-third cents per pound. 

17th. On salt, five cents per fifty-six pounds. 

18th. On coffee, half a cent per pound. 

19th. On teas of all kinds imported from China, or 
other places east of the Cape of Good Hope, aud in ves- 
sels of the United States, one cent per pound. On all 
teas imported from any other place, or in vessels other 
than vessels of the United States, ten cents per pound. 

20th. On slates of all kinds, twenty-five per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Zist. On window glass, not above 8 by 10 inches in size, 
3 dollars per hundred square feet; not above 10 by 12 
inches, 3 dollars and 50 cents per hundred square feet; 
and if above 10 by 12 inches, 4 dollars per hundred square 
feet: Provided, that all window glass imported in plates, 
uncut, shall be charged with the highest rates of duty 
hereby imposed. On apothecaries’ vials, of the capacity 
of four ounces and less, one dollar per gross; and not ex- 
ceeding eight ounces, one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per gross. 

22d. On olive oil, in casks, 124 cents a gallon. 

23d. On the wines of France, viz. red wines, in casks, 
6cents agallon; white wines, in casks, 10 cents a gallon; 
and wines of all sorts, in bottles, 22 cents a gallon. 

24. On the following articles, an ad valorem duty of 
15 per cent. viz: barley; grass, or straw baskets; compo- 
sition wax, or amber beads; all other beads not otherwise 
enumerated; lamp black; shell, or paper boxes; hair 
bracelets; hair, not made up for head dresses; bricks; 
paving tiles; brooms of hair, or palm leaf; Cashmere 
of Thibet, down of all kinds; feathers, for beds; palm 
leaf, or palmetto hats. 

25th. All articles, not herein specified either as free, or 
as liable to a different duty, and which, by the existing 
laws, pay a higher duty than fifteen per cent. to pay an ad 
valorem duty of fifteen per cent. from, and after, the said 
3d day of March, 1853. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That, in addition to 
the articles exempted from duty by the existing laws, the 
following articles imported from, and after the 3d day of 
March, 1833, shall be exempted from duty, that is to 
say: Cocoa; almonds; currants; prunes; figs; raisins, in 
jars and boxes; raisins, all other; black pepper; ginger; 
mace; nutmegs; cinnamon; cassia; cloves; pimento; cam- 
phor; corks; crude salt-petre; side-arms: say—cutlasses, 
daggers, dirks, swords, hangers; flax unmanufactured; 
quicksilver; opium; quills, prepared; tin, in plates and 
sheets; brass, in plates; marble; hair cloth and seatings; 
blue vitriol; argol; gum Arabic; gum Senegal; epau- 
lettes, of rold and silver; sac dye; madder; madder root; 
nuts and berries, used in dyeing; sumach; saffron; tur- 
meric; woad, or pastel; aloes; ambergris; Burgundy 
pitch; bark Peruvian; cochineal; capers; calomel; chamo- 
mile flowers; coriander seed; cantharides castanas; cat- 
sup; chalk; coculus indicus; coral; corrosive sublimate; 
dates; filberts; filtering stones; frankincense; grapes; gam- 
boge; hemlock; henbane; hones; horn-plates, for lan- 
thorns; ox horns; other horns, and tips; India rubber; 
ipecacuanha; ivory, unmannufactured; ivory black; juni- 

er berries; maccaroni; mill stones, musk; nuts, of all 

nds; olives; oil of juniper; paintings and drawings; rat- 
tans, unmanufactured; reeds, unmanufactured; rhubarb; 
rotten stone; tamarinds; tortoise shell; tin foil; shellac; 
Sponges; sago; spy-glasses; telescopes; sextants; quad- 
rants; hair pencils; Brazil paste; tartar, crude; vegeta- 
bles, such as are used principally in dyeing and in com- 
posing dyes; weld, and all articles used principally for 
dyeing, coming under the duty of 124 per cent. all other 








dyeing drugs, and materials for composing dyes; all 





to the cost, or value of any goods, wares or merchandise, 
in estimating the duty thereon, or as imposes any duty 
on such addition, shall be repealed. 


Sree. 5. And be it further enacted, That from, and af- 


ter the 3d day of March, aforesaid, where the amount of 
duty on merchandise, (except manufactures of wool, or 
of which wool is a component part), imported into the 
United States, in any ship or vessel, on account of one 
person only, or of several persons jointly interested, shall 
not exceed 200 dollars, the same shall be paid in cash, 
without discount; and if it shall exceed that sum, shall, at 
the option of the importer, or importers, be paid, or se- 
cured to be paid, in the manner now required by law, 
one half in three and one half in six ealender months; 
and that, from and after the said 3d day of March, so 
much of the 62d section of the act, entitled ‘‘an act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” 
approved the 2d of March, 1799,as authorises the de- 
posite of teas, under the bond of the importer, or im- 
porters, shall be repealed. 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That from, and af- 


ter the 3d day of March aferesaid, the duties on all ma- 
nufactures of wool, or of which wool is a component part, 
shall be paid in cash, without discount, or, at the option 
of the importer, be placed in the public stores, under 
bond at his risk, subject to the payment of the customary 
storages and charges, and to the payment of interest at 
the rate of six per centum per annum while so stored: 
Provided, that the duty on the articles so stored shall be 
paid one half in three and one half in six months from 
the date of importation: Provided, also, that if any instal- 
ment of duties be not paid when the same shall have be- 
come due, so much of the said merchandise as may be 
necessarily to discharge such instalment shall be sold at 
public auction, and, retaining the sum‘necessary for the 
payment of such instalment of the duties, together with 
the expenses of the safe keeping and sale of such goods, 
the overplus, if any, shall be returned by the collector to 
the importer, or owner, or to his agent or lawful repre- 
sentative: And, provided also, that the importer, owner, 
or consignee of such goods may, at any time after the de- 
posite shall have been made, withdraw, the whole, or any 
part thereof, on paying the duties on what may be with- 
drawn, and the customary storage and charges, and of in- 
terest, 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That from, and af- 


ter the 3d day of March aforesaid, foreign manufactures 
of wool, or of which wool is a componct part, which may 
be sold at public sale, other than sales under exécution, 
decrees, and process of courts in the United States, there 


shall be reserved by the seller, one and a half per cent. on 


the amount of such sale for the use of the United States; 
and no such sale shail be made but in the presence of an 


officer of the customs, in places where there shall be one, 
for which purpose reasonable notice shall be given to the 
collector of the district, or such officer of the customs as 
he may designate for that service; and an account of the 
merchandise sold, certified, and approved by the officer 
of the customs present, shall be rendered by the seller to 
the collector, the said one and a half per cent. paid over 
to him within twenty-four hours after such sale. And if 
any person shall make such sale without the presence of 
an officer of the customs, or shall fail to render such ac- 
count within the time required, he shall forfeit and pay to 
the United States two hundred dollars; or if he shall fail 
to pay over to the collector as is hereby required, the one 
and an half per cent. aceruing to the United States on 
such sale, he shall forfeit and pay to the United States, 
double the amount of such per centage. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That, in all cases 
where the duty which now is, or hereafter may be, impos-~ 
ed on any goods, wares or merchandises, imported into 
the United States, shall, by law, be regulated by, or be di- 
rected to be estimated or levied upon the value of the 
square yard, or of any other quantity or parcel thereof; 
and in all cases where there is or shall be imposed any ad 
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valorum rate of duty on any 8, waresor merchandise, 
imported into the United States, it shall be the duty of 
the collector within whose district the same shall be im- 
ported or entered, to cause the actual value thereof, at the 
time purchased, and place from which the same shall 
have Sou imported into the United States, to be apprais- 
ed, estimated and ascertained, and the number of such 
yards, parcels or quantities, and such actual value of every 
of them, as the case may require: And it shall, in every 
such case, be the duty of the appraisers of the U. States, 
and every of them, and of every other person who shall 
act as such appraiser, by all the reasonable ways or means 
in his or their power, to ascertain, estimate, and appraise 
the true and actual value, any invoice or affidavit thereto 
to the contrary notwithstanding, of the said goods, wares 
and merchandise, at the time purchased, and place from 
whence the same shall have been imported into the Unit- 
ed States, and the number of such yards, parcels or quan- 
tities, and such actual value of every of them, as the case 
may require; and all such goods, wares and merchan- 
dises, being manufactures of wool, or whereof wool shall 
be a component part, which shall be imported into the 
United States in an unfinished condition, shall, in every 
such appraisal, be taken, deemed and estimated by the 
said appraisers, and every of them, and every person who 
shall act as such appraiser, to have been, at the time pur- 
chased, and place from whence the same were imported 
into the United States, of as great actual value as if the 
same had been entirely finished: Provided, that, in all 
cases where any goods, wares or merchandise, subject to 
ad valorem duty, or whereon the duty is or shall be by 
law regulated by, or be directed to be estimated or levied 
upon, the value of the square yard, or any other quantity 
or parcel thereof, shall have been imported into the U. 
States from a country other than that in which the same 
were manufactured or produced, the appraisers shall va- 
jue the same at the current value thereof at the time of 
purchase, before such last exportation to the U. States, in 
the country were the same may have been originally ma- 
nufactured or produced. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall be law- 
ful for the appraisers to call before them, and examine 
upon oath, any owner, importer, consignee, or other per- 
son, touching any matter or thing which they may deem 
material, in ascertaining the true value of any merchan- 
lise imported, and to require the production, on oath, of 
any letters, accounts, or invoices in his possession, relat- 
ing to the same; for which purpose they are hereby au- 
thorised to administer oaths: and if any person so called, 
shall fail to attend, or shall decline to answer, or to pro- 
duce such papers when so required, he shall forfeit and 
pay to the U, States fifty dollars, and if such person be 
the owner, importer or consignee, the appraisement which 
the said appraisers may make of the goods, wares or mer- 
chandise, Shall be final and conclusive, any act of con- 
gress to the contrary notwithstanding. And any person 
who shall swear falsely on such examination, shall be 
deemed guilty of perjury, and if he be the owner, impor- 
ter, or consignee, the merchandise shall be forfeited. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, 'That it shall be 
the duty of the secretary of the treasury, under the direc- 
tion of the president of the United States, from time to 
time, to establish such rules and regulations, not incon- 
sistent with the laws of the United States, as the presi- 
dent of the United States shall think proper, to secure a 
just, faithful and impartial appraisal of all goods, wares 
and mershandise, as aforesaid, imported into the United 
States, and just and proper entries of such actual value 
thereof, and of the square yards, parcels or other quantities 
thereof, as the case may require, and of such actual value 
of every of them; and it shall be the duty of the secretary 
of the treasury to report all such rules and regulations, 
with the reasons therefor, to the then next session of con- 
gress. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That from and af- 
ter the third day of March aforesaid, in consideration of 
the duties imposed on the several articles used in the 
construction and fitting of ships and vessels, there be al- 
lowed a drawback at the rate of two dollars per ton on 
registered vessels; of one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per ton on enrolled and licensed vessels, except steam- 
boats, and fifty cents per ton on steamboats; such draw- 
backs to be paid, as the case may be, to the owners of en- 


rolled and licensed vessels on the taking out of the enroff. 
ment and license for the first time, if such vessels shal} 
not have been previously registered; and to the owners 
of registered vessels on clearing, for the first time, for g 
foreign port or place, other that an epee | state or ter- 
ritory, or the West Indies: Provided, that such vesse}s 
shall not have been previously enrolled and licensed; and 
in case registered vessels not previously enrolled and }j. 
censed shall, in the first instance, clear out for a forei 
ort or place, in an adjoining state or territory, or the 
W est Indies, then the drawback to such vessel is only to 
be at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per ton, 

Sec. 12. And beit further enacted, That an addition 
of ten per centum shall be made to the several rates of 
duties by this act imposed, in respect to all goods, wares 
and merchandise, on the importation of which, in Ame. 
rican or foreign vessels, a specific discrimination has not 
already been made, which, from and after the 3d day of 
March aforesaid, shall be imported in ships or vessels of 
the United States: Provided, that this additional du 
shall not apply to goods, wares and merchandise, which 
shall be imported after said day in ships or vessels not of 
the U. States, entitled by treaty, or by an act or acts of 
congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States, 
on the payment of the same duties as shall then be paid 
on goods, wares and merchandise, imported in ships or 
vessels of the United States. 

Src. 13. And be it further enated, That there shall be 
allowed a drawback of the duties by this act imposed, on 
goods, wares and merchandise, which shall be imported 
from and after the said 3d day of March, upon the expor- 
tation thereof within the time, and in the manner pre- 
scribed, in the existing laws at the time. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the existing 
laws at the time shall extend to, and be im foree for the 
collection of the duties imposed by this act, on goods, 
wares and merchandise, which shall be imported into the 
United States from and after the said 3d day of March; 
and for the recovery, collection, distribution and remis- 
sion of fines, penalties and forfeitures, and for the allow- 
ance of drawbacks by this act authorised, and fully and 
effectually as if every regulation, restriction, penalty, for- 
feiture, provision, clause, matter and thing, in the then 
existing laws contained, had been inserted in, and re-en- 
acted by this act. And that so much of any act which is 
contrary to this act, shall be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed., 

Src. 15. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
goods composed wholly, or in part, of wool or cotton, of 
similar kind, but different quality, are found in the same 
packages charged at an average price, it shall be the duty 
of the appraisers to adopt the value of the best article 
contained in such package, and so charged as the average 
value of the whole; and that so much of the act entitled 
‘‘an act for the more effectual collection of the impost 
duties,” approved the 28th of May, 1830, as requires the 
appraisers to adopt the value of the best article contained 
in a package as the average value of the whole, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Src. 16. And be it further enacted, That whenever, 
upon the opening and examination of any package or 
packages of imported goods, composed wholly or in part 
of wool or cotton, in the manner provided by the fourth 
section of the act for the more effectual collection the im- 
post dutics, approved on the 28th day of May, 1830, the 
said goods shall be found not to correspond with the en- 
try thereof at the custom house; and if any package shal: 
be found to contain any article not entered, such article 
shall be forfeited; or if the package be made up with in- 
tent to evade or defraud the revenue, the peslaoiae shall 
be forfeited; and so much of the said section as prescribes 
a forfeiture of goods found not to correspond with the in- 
voice thereof, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sere. 17. And be it further enacted, That from and af- 
ter the said 3d day of March, 1833, the ad valorem rates of 
duty on goods, wares and merchandise, shall be estimat- 
ed inthe manner following: to the actual cost, if the same 
shall have been actually purchased, or the actual value, 
if the same shall have been procured otherwise than by 
purchase, at the time and place when and where purchas- 
ed or otherwise procured; or to the appraised value, if 
pappraised,; shall be added all charges, except insurance, 
from the foreign port of exportation to the U. States. 
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